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(fafaTrf famff) 

^rr 

fitfaeeff, 7 1993 

ttn.w. 231 o.—■Ttrffa' f^nr. i 95 e % f^r^r 
6 % % iriTTf mfsmfr gro ^ grri ft 

grrcfr % fa «ff afW Jirw, t grr snfarrit 

*pT tut famr % fhmr 4 % warff mirr 
yZ afTT % f^TCT f^TT t fa ^ TTHT (sfiwmjT) 
ir sq-q-jjm ^Tk % fsrcr jfrrflr % k faqficr tt 

fr*ff sftsn&rc ur ir^T sir % 

^ frr % knx fafgRr TT %^ TT^ I 


MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Department of Legal Affairs) 

Judicial Section 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 7th October. 1993 

SLO. 2310,—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Om Prakash, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Karnal (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the su'd person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
withm fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 


INo, F, 5(101 )/93-Judl.] 


2431 GI/93—1 


[*r. 5(ioi)/93-TTfrr] 
, 4?™% T3TIT JufaWTl 
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P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 
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is srcjsn: 1993 

xr.srr. 2311 .—-xtttT't fxw, 1956 %fTTT 
e % smxq Jr ttt qri%xrd gm t? $rrf fr 
sucfi | ff «fr TmitJ ijqiq vrix vrxxr, trxxrxa: 

% VcT xntrxRi' xV tty fr yt % fq-rq 4 % srarx 
tx VifcR jpq % fqj fxYi | tx tt qfiTfcj 
T XffT % fqj fftid X XT it fu'Tfffa 

* "4* 

tt fxtfr vff xxr< xr wtwt tt gxxr x jtxisjft 
% t *fcr$ f<T'T % fqiVa xt x Tt xra wxr 
«t«$ 1 

[t. 5(i05)/93-^rr^] 
Tf. rfr, x?xt, astt TrfgxKlr 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 11th October, 1953 

S.O. 2311.—Nct ce ! s hereby giverr by the Competent 
Authority m pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notar e; Act. 1956 
that app.'cmioi has bee i made to the- raid A-itho Ity, und r 
Rule 4 of thr sad Ruler, by Shri Mrycnkray O. Sh kla. 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to Practise in Maha¬ 
rashtra State. 

2. Any objcct un to the appointment of the su : d per on as 
a Notarv may be submitted In wrung to the u"des fined 
within fourteon days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(I05)/93-JudU 
P. C. KAinNAN, Competent Authority 

^PTT 

15 1993 

XT.5TT. 2312.—TVrf|-3f fxxx, 1956 % fTTX 

6 % sfttxt t ’T-cr^r snfsrxrd jrt ir$ gw €t 

Sffefi' | fx sff faTT XT. rrgrxr tTqefTXT % qqq 

jnfErxprt xt 3Ta fxw % faxT 4 % wit tx 

strTxTT TT STTo % offer fexf1 fXTT qpgf (TTftTT^J 

ir) Bif«reTff ttt % fw rtxCi % xt Jr fax fix 

TT %rfi 'ffr TXR XT WWT W gTTT % 'TXTiXT % 

^5$ ftfT % tfmT i%f<Tq XT T TT TTX tfxT XiT I 

[T. 5( 10 4)/93-^fifTX] 
rfr.qV. tpTqq, xjstxT iferxiTt' 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1993 

S O. 2312.—Notice is hereby given bv the Compe f ent 
Autho'itv : n pursuance of Rule fi rf the Notares Act, 1956 
that aupbcation has been made to tho said Autho itv, und r 
Ride 4 of the sa’d Rules, by Shrl Vinay S, Ma urknr. Ad¬ 
vocate for appointment as n Notary to practice In Bombay 
(Maharashtra). 


2. Any objection to the appointment of the said perron as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
withm fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 1(104)/93-JuJl.l 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

^FTT 

Tffaeefr, 1 5 TTXJTff, 19 93 
xr.srr. 2313.—xtrfrx Pm, 1956 % fm 

e % st^txt T *ranr srrrgqrrff gra gxxr >fr 

Tffffr | fX «ff TTT XFT T'rTTfX ^ TIT 5nfET- 
TT^T Tt XTn fsrw % fqq-T 4% WefFT trq SffTTT 
tJT qtff fqtr frfTTT | fq X? fiTTi Jn ? (TDIXTH) 

Jr jqqfrw %■ fm tfraxr % xr Jr fffffer tt 
feqt vfr xxr tt tnwr Tjxrrr % RTrorr ^ 
fgr % vfren: fqfsrq xr Jr tw vrrrr qrtr i 

[#. 5 ( 1 02)/93—i^iTfifT>] 
•fr . Tt. IliWIrr, T4NT RTfsFTlft 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1993 

SO, 2313.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Autho-ity ; n pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notares Act, 1956 
that application has bee r made to the said Aulha ity, und:r 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Sim Madan Lai D„bey. Ad¬ 
vocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in lhaluwar 
(Rajasthan). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the sa : d person as 
a Notarv may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteon days of the publication of this notice, 

[No. F. 5(102)/93-Judl.] 

P. C, KANNAN, Competent Authority 

^rr 

T'ffTevft, 5 1993 

TT.STi. 2314-—dt2Tfq fqtnr, 195 6 % fTTT 6 
% 5TTTxq Jr f8T4 tnftTTTfr 3 ttt ^ fr xiffr 

| fx eft . zftgrr, trir^rfr.-r % qqq arffJTTfr 

XT qxcf fTtDT % faqrr 4 X WtffX TX mgr 
TFT % fqtr fTTT | fx X(T qflTr (iJ^CTT TTTif) Jr 

Bqqffpr xtt % f-fn; x xt ir fxdfxr 'ix fxxr 

vfr TX1T XT ?mTT TT fTH ^ TXTSTT % 
fTT % TlXT fqf'TT fT ff Jt TTT 'TXT XTT I 

[?f. 5( 1 C3)/93- ; nfTX] 
<ft. Tfr. XTOpT, ?T«NT TTfirXTtt 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 15th October. 1993 

S.O. 2314.—Notice is hereby given by tnc Competent 
Authority : n pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notar es Act, 1936 
that application has been made to tho said Authmity, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Ibrahim I. Vohra, Advo- 



[tn*r Il-«n<s 3 (ii)] 


STTBT TT TrJm : SWOR 6, 190 3/^rrf%^ 15, 1915 


cate tor appointment as a Notary to practise la Baroda 
(Gujarat). 

2 . Any objection to the appointment of the sa'd person as 
a Notary may he submitted in writing to the undesigned 
withn fourteen days of the publication of tins notice. 

[No. F. 5(103)/93-Judl.j 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 


ment, allegedly committed by Shri Jagannath Sharma, Mang- 
ing Director, Brahmaputra valley Handloom Cooperative 
Wervers Society Limited and others. And for investigation of 
attempts, abutments and conspiracies in relation to or in con¬ 
nection with the said offences and any other offence /offemes 
committed in the course of the same transaction arising out of 
the same facts. 

[No. 228/7/93-AVD.Ilj 
PARAG PRAKASH, Dy. Secy. 


tjfrfrr'p, efpp ftiqqqq (Nr FftlFW 


Bf 19 1993 


(^tFw ark qftrerq fqqrq) 

qffojSft, 19 1993 

vt. m. 2315.—kakr qqpn:, MbF fqqq 
jfqq ?qm qffcrfqqq, 1 9 46 (1946 qn qfqfqqq q. 
25) arm 6 % qrq tFst srm sk qq uto (i) 
am H5RT qfrqqr qr Mr qrq gq, srqq b^ftt Tk- 
jflfqq fqqrq wfsrgw 4 . tF. qq. ^./srr/77/92/58 

BTLta 1-6-1993 SRT TLJq B'CLR W't B'fBfcT 

ft %qftq BTdHR anr rujt qr qf *n$rfapV % qrq% 
ir «ft qqm pi, sibbj fq^qqr, qfrqq qrcf gqqmrr 
B^rC r qqqq Btqr^ft fqfoaq qk am fk> qq 
irFqqrfaq k qrqq qreter in qfon *fV urn 

20 - 13 , 420 , 408 , 409 3 (k fridTOT 

qfirfw, 1988 ktim 13 ( i) (q) qk (q) % qrq 
qfeff STTG 13 ( 2 ) % dcfdRf vpserqtT fqqTd'q Wfa- 

fqqq, 1947 qq am 5(1) (q) Bk (q) % qrq 
qfsq srm 5(2) % sratq qqqrq smraf %qM«r % 
fan 3 ik q#q WTOyt 3 ?k q^f q«qf % qfqq qqt 

qaqq^TT %Bijqiq q faq qq foq> «qq qqmq/q'maT 
% qqy q qr qq& qqfaer qqrqf, qk Mar 
% qrqqq % faq fkm fqtfq $Fqq ?qiqq % q«qf 
k qfqqft 3 ?k qFqqrFcqi qrrfkqrc q^q qqq qr^q 

qq qmu | 1 

[qqqr—228/7/9 3 -q. qr. k. - 11 ] 
qqrq sqrrq, qq qfaq 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES 
AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 1993 
NOTIFICATION 

S.O, 2315. In exerC'se of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the Delhi Spe¬ 
cial Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 1946 ), 
the Central Government, with the consent of the State Govt, 
communicated vide Government of Assam Political (A) Depth 
Notification No. PLA/V/77/92|58 dated 1-6-1993 hereby ex¬ 
tends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of he Delhi 
Special Police Establishment to the whole of the State of 
Assam for investigations of offences punishable under Sections 
120B, 420, 408, 409 Indian Penal Code and Section 5(2) retd 
with 5(l)(c) and (d) of Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947 
corresponding to Section 13(2) tread with 13(l)(c) and fd) 
of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 in respect of fraud 
Ip the matter of subsidy sanctioned by tho Central Govera- 


qrr. qr. 231 6 .—kfrq q<qrc frkr ffan 
jfaq ?qm qfafqqq, 1946 (1946 qrr qpqfaqq 
q. 25) k qni 6 %qrq qfsq qru sk qTqru(i) 
3 FCT qqq <qr qqfq 3a, qra q^q Tfjqr 

BTqrn: «pV qgqfr q q| (nq. qd,- q) fqqrq 
q). q>. qrr. r>. q. 1883 qrqrq 8 1993 

sru 3 'r qf qr, %-jfq qrq sra Tfaejtfq 
oq. qtf. qir, 36/91—k»:rqK qncrq 22-7-1991 
q TT% qqqFqq ^IdT qfqfqqq % qqjf’JT % qak 
dTrilT qiLMT qk Bffr qTLrtjr qqr Ax k qr -j : it 
qr qqq qifqq qeff q kT q^rq^TL % 

qqqq % fqrq qq ff-'^r q?q wnrat %qaq q qr -jqq 
qqiT yqkf, f'kqf qk q?q : ? % q 11 q % fqq 

qr fqrTFfFqq nrsk *qfrqrr am frrer ^ qf^nFaT 

fr, f?.-qr Mi ^Flt ^qrfT % quit k qFfiif fiFc 
wFaurFcar qrr fqfrrc qta si^q qrjq qrcq> 

t; 


qrq fqfj k trrq 


1. sfrqqt qq. qlqqT, 

4qq qrFqqq 

fqqrqr 5 5 s 5 6 Fqfqqr ttl, 
qrqFfr Lk, B. 12 , 

Burner fqq, 

tquqrq I qrmqrc fqqiqq qfq- 

2. fqq qqrdr,qqd I?? Mb, qr irm 13 

qkm fqqrqt (1) (q) % btb qfiq 

5 5856 fqfqqrqqr:, 13(2) qrkrq in 

qTBkl -<k, b , 12 A qm b f^qr qra 4 2 0 

t^Gqra I 468 , 471 % qrq 

3. qq. qV. qFsq 120 ® qtr: 

qq^ qwr^FTfr qalq, nqm-qiTfqqrqq qRr 
fqqrqY 2 51 qaiq f q f^rp ^ tnm 13 

TFfi %q, fqq^Trqrq | (1) (q) % BTB qfST 

4. %, qrqq, 13(2) %qrq qFsq 

BfH'r 'jarq, qr^fq it b'F?tt k 
Fqqn> 251 qqrq?^ q?JL, artr 420, 468 , 471 
BT, fqq?arGTTq ! % qqk qq qmq 1 
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5. %. 

5.ETET ogfM, 

qk kr, faqEmiTrc i 

6. W 

4 04 sreq'r ?.FTTcT 

fnarrer 1 51 4m 

rn' 4ff, fa V'lTjqrt I 

[4. 22 S/ 73 / 93 —p . 41. it. — II] 
TUff aww, •JT 

N c w Delhi, the l9lh October, 1993 

S.0.2316.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
subjection ( 1 ) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 23 of 1946 
the Central Government, with the consent of the State Govern¬ 
ment of Andhra Pradesh accorded vide Home (SC-A) depart¬ 
ment G.O. Rt. No. 1883 dated 8-7-1993 hereby extends the 
powers and jin isdi c 'ion of the members of the Delhi Special 
Police Establishment to theVwhole of the State of Andhra 
Pradesh for investigation of tlie offences In SIR 36/91-Hyd. 
dated 22-7-1991 registered by the Central Bur, au of Investi¬ 
gation and attempts, abetments and conspiracy in relation or 
in connection with the said offences (and any other offences 
Committed in the course of the same transaction and or arising 
out ofthesamcorrelted facts, punishabU U 'dcr the provisions 
of relevant Act, indicated below alleged to have been 
committed by the following private persons, 

Name Section of Law 


1 2 3 


1. Mrs.M. Yojnaof 

M/s. Best Surgical Industries R/o 
55356 Mithilanagai Colony Road 
No. 12 BanjaraHils, Hyderabad. 

2. MlssBhawaniof M/s. BestSurgical 
Industries R/o 35856 Mithilanagar 
Colony Road No. 12 Bunjara Hills, 
Hyderabad. 

3. M.D. Khunte of M/s, Laxmi Ispat 
Udyog r/o 251 Chenoy Trade Centre, 
Park Lane Secunderabad. 

4. K. Rajeih of M/s. Laxmi Ispat 
Udyog r/o 251 Chenoy Trade Centre 
Partk Lane, Secunderabad. 

5. K.KalldasofM/3.Laxmilspat 
Udyog R/o 251 Chenoy Trade Centre, 
Park Lane, Secunderabad, 

6. Prabha Khisteof M/s. Laxmi I-pat 
Udydg R/o 251 Chenoy Trade Centre, 
Park Lane, Secunderabad. 


[No. 229/73/93- AVD-Ii] 
PARAG PRAKASH, Dy. Secy. 


19 SPfgsK, 199 3 

tpi. srr. 23i7.—km mim fpJq 

rjfrro PSlTIff 1946 ( 1946 34 trftlfaffff 4 . 

25) 34 OTTT 6 %4T3 fffaff STRI 5 34 cf'Tam (l) 
5fTT wfRT'It 3TTJ14W 35x4 gP„ STESI Xt^t 
?n:wT q4 4, pft (Pff. 4K) fnm 

5fr. 3fr. 3TK. it. 4. 1954, cTRW 19 1993 

aiTT it <ft, %?5tff 3fN stjrt 3 ITT TfjTkTWcl' prf. 

7 / 93 — it. firm 8^,1993 

4 4r% musET % Tumi % uraVff 

srmsf ark -jet wmat erar 44 it ark/or 

m -J-rff 44ftJ?r akt 4 Tdffff $4 *n4 

4 fdTrt ipr Jf?qr WqTTHT 4 

44tj 4 jit tjTff 4 teet aakT, s/kkr 4K % 
5jk W % f40, fkk 3T> 4 3? fffffffdff I ftp 4 
fffRfrf'aff sr$k *°qff<T4t jrt fkj ep |, fkk 
fktq rjf/Tff % ffskf 34 wfa-ElT 4k srfSRrrfTffT 
qff fkfftT afru aw Tiaff rt qrklr |: 


srfoyEr ffff ffTff 

fafa k armr 4k 05 . 
srrf. str. 4. 

yfrtrat it. etctt 3km 

'frraVff in 4f^rT, i860 

qkrtfr. 3 $ 4j'r 

(i 860 tt 4 

4. 16/1938,’Rfflffra- 

45 ) 34 am 42o4rm«i 

STtr^TW 1 

■TraT 'dT^rir 53 4%n, 
i 860 ^4 am 120 ^ 
ark LrrcrRrc fffqiriiT srftr- 
fffffff, 1988 a £TRT 

1 3 ( l) (q) % ITTO Tfarr 
am 13 ( 2 ) ^ mak 

p,ff. wi. ?rrT. 4, 
7/93 — it. itff. it., 

ffkfa 08 35 , 1993. 


228 / 71 / 93 —p,. it. i \.— II] 

TCTff HET3T, rjq- 


New Delhi, the 19 October, 1993 

S.O. 2317:—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
Section (1) of the Section 5 read with Section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 1946) 
the CcntralGovemmcnt, with the consent of thcState Govern- 
ment of Andhra Pradesh Accorded vide Home (SC-A) Depart¬ 
ment G.O. Rt.No. 1954 dated 19-7-1993 hereby extends the 
powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special 
Police Establishment to the whole of the State of Andhra 
Pradesh for Investigation of offences in SIR No. 7/93-VSP 
^ ated 8-6-1993 registered by the CBI and attempts, abetments 


Under Section 1208 
read with 420, 468, 
471,13(2) read with 
13(i)(d) of Preven¬ 
tion of Corruption 
Act and Substantive 
Officnces Under 
Section 420,468, 
471,1PC read with 
13(2) r/w 13(l)(d) 
of theP.C. Act. 



[<mr 3 (ii)] 


unw *r tnrW:»R*rt 0 , iou3/vrfm is, 191s 
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and conspiracy In relation to or In connection with the said 
offences and any other offences committed in the course of 
the same transaction and/or arising out of the same or rested 
facts punishable under the provision of relevant act indicated 
below alleged to have been committed by the following private 
persons:— 


Name of the Accused Secs, of Laws & SIR No. 


1 


2 


Smt.B. Lakshmi 
Kantamma 
w/o O, Venku Reddy 
No. 16/1938 
Srinivasa Agraharam 
Vellore. 


SIR No. 7'93-VSP dt. 8-6-93 
Under S’-ctlon 120B Indian 
Penal Code I860 (Act No. 45 
of I860 reaj with 420 IPC 
and Sec. 13(2) read with 
13(i)(d) of the P.C. Act, 1988. 


[No. 228/71 /93-AVD-II] 
PARAG PRAKASH, Dy. Secy. 

fccvfi-, lBtpiflJprT, 1993 

OB. wr. 2318.—BOTTC, fouf fffBB 
gfvfB «TfTn yftfffBB, 1946 (1946 OB WfyfffJpT B . 
25 ) fft HTU 6 % BT 4 Tfsff OTCf 5 Bit BTTTCT (l) 
am siarfi arNiq't ormur 3 ft, sty ur 
bttr tpt %, tj 5 (qy.Bt.—q) fayrff 

< 3 fr. 3 fr. WK. Z\. B. 1988 , BT 0 r <5 24 1993 

am at fff bt, att Bfryfaff y-myt aft* bob ?rmyt 
BBT |t BT Bfft BafERT B*Bt % 

|tt BT?f BSCTBIR % apJTT t foB* tpt tq-;q- 
*mraf % Bay Sf bt mrt bbtt borY, |g 3 tbY ^ 

% ST^TB % frq, fird% BT> if Or-otYff 5 TfB 

stjrt, ImrBK tfrrgr am qy. yr£. bit. 

B. 27 / 92 /qB. 3 T$. sY. Brffa lfBBTBT, 1992 BB| 
trfVrBrBB $ ft' Y farffftfgff SBpRTBt am fTq yq f 
fafBt fd?lB jfvfB ?tim % BBfuY at BfaBBY SlY* 
srfyaBfun ob fauna; B'j'jf wrh aty ur tc amiY 
*■— 


BTB 


fafy at utbh' 


sffBnY nm. w$buY, 

BBB BTBtBK.BT, BIT. 
BfB'TTTTBBB, rj 5 B TTB TPTT 

Abb srjuyr quzB, 

3 . 4 . 874 ^fBBB^ti % 
BiBB 

$BUBTB bYt BR 


BmftB as Bf^BT at uro 

420 % BTB BfeBBRBlB 

a* Bf?BT at am 120*1 
sfft BPBTBRfffBRBBfy- 
fffBB, 1988 0 t STTB 13 
( l) (B) $ BPB Bf 3 B 

trm 13 ( 2 ) % sratB 1 


[b'bbt 228/72/93— q. at. at.—II] 
tub bobb, bb Bfay 


order 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 1993 

S.O. 2318-—In exercise of the Powers conferred by Sub- 
Section (1) of Sect ion 5 read with Section 6 of theDelhiSpeclal 
Police Establishment, Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of the 1946) the 
Central Government, with the consent of the State Govern¬ 
ment of Andhra Pradesh vide Home (SC-A) Department 
GO Rt, No. 1988 dated 24-7-1993, hereby extends the powers 
and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of State of Andhra Pradesh for 
investigation of the offences mentioned below:— 


Name Section of law. 


1 2 

Smt. R. Ratnakumarl Under Section 120-B IPC r/w 

Managing Partner 420 IPC r/w 13(2) r/w I3(i) 

Dr. R. Satyanarayana, (d) of the PC Act, 1988. 

Chief Executive 
M/s. Anuradha Estates, 

3.4.874 Opp. Indian Bank 
Barkatpura, 

Hyderabad and Ors. 


And attempts, abetments and conspiracy in relation to or 
in connection with the said offence ( s ) and any other offe n ce(s) 
committed in the course of the same transaction and/or arising 
out of the same or related facts, punishable under the pro¬ 
visions of relevant Act, Alleged to have been committed by the 
aforesaid persons in S.I.R. No. 27/92/Hyd. dt. 1-9-92 and 
registered by the Central Bureau of Investigation, Hyderabad 
Branch. 


[No. 228 / 72 / 93 -AVD.-II] 


PARAG PRAKASH, Dy. Secy. 


fBB B'STTff 
(BTfBT art fffBrff) 

fff fa?^Y, 21 <, 1993 

OB. BT. 2319 .—BBfnr, UBBTOT (b’T % 

BTBatr bbYsrY % ftrq jrW), ftwatfr, 1976 % 
fBBB -10 % BT fffBTT ( 4 ) *t> BBB73T if (fBrT B 3 IHB, 
snfBT Trf frm %srenBfBT foim if fW) BmffB 
BTsrmr ^Ybt fffBB % aBBfvRt at, fjR% 

so yfraiB tarfya? fttBi-Qa'a t %iff ay aytfBTyar 

5 TPT TRT fBBT yfy^fW amff 
OBBtf TT BR: 
t?TBB IRt^B ORBff iufiTjB 

1 . TTBfBB— 19 , faevff 

2. BtJTff OBBfBB,— 22, 

3 . BWH TTBTBJT— 24 , ftwft 

4. WT HiTBImB— 25, feifit 
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5. TOOT 'frrcfrpT— 1, OTTO Tpif 

6 - TOOT OTtrfTO—2, OTTO TOft TtT 

7- TOOT “PHi(i■ h, ctPcdl 

8- VTP3TT OTRfTOT, Ih 3«)Hf>l 

9 . wrrsrr OTRfror, 'Pro 

10. toot OTdPnr—Rrotft tot 

11. TOOT OTRfTOT— tPtottt tft 

12. TOOT OTOTTO—TTO Tffar (ktR*^) 

1 3 - toot ottPw—tottot o;#;? toot—2 

1 4. TOOT ; P I ‘4 PI 4 *TH J iy, {£ji 1 P) TOR 
1 5. TOS5T OTRfTOR—TOT 

[r. 1301 l/l/92—ff.OT.OT] 
WIRT IJOTT, TOT BfOTf 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

Now Delhi, the 21st October, 1993 

S.O. 2319.—In pursuance of sub-mle (4) r f mlc 10 of the 
Official Language (Use for Official purposes of the Union) 
Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies Lhe follow¬ 
ing offices of the General Insurance Corporation of India 
Under (he Administrative Control of Ministry of Finance, 
Department of Economic Affairs) which or more than 80 per 
cent of staff have acquired working knowledge of Hindi. 

Name of the Company : National Insurance Co, Ltd., 

1. Divisional Office-19, Delhi 

2 . Divisional Office-22, Delhi 

3. Divisional Offlee-24, Delhi 

4. Divisional Offlce-25, Delhi 

5. Branch Oflice-1, Asaf All Road 

6 . Branch Offlce-2, Asaf Ali Road 

7. Branch Office, Dariya Ganj 

8 . Branch Office-Ihnndewalan 

9. Branch Office, Nehru Place 
JO. Branch Office Punjabi Bagh 

11. Branch Office, Roshnara Road 

12. Branch Office, Basant Lok (Jamroodpur) 

13. Branch Office-Direct Agent Branch-2 

14. Branch Office, Ramgarh, Hazaribagh 

15. Divisional Office, Gaya. 

[No. 13011/1/92-HIC] 
Y. P. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

21 OTF^WT, 199 3 

'IT. OT. 2320-—TO+IT, TOTTOTO (OTT % 

ki i*i•afar JnftroP % Uni toFt), PiwrtP, 1976 % 

faro —10 $f TR-PlTOT ( 4 ) % TOTOT P (pOTT 

RTOR, OTfTO «nnf fWFT % UTOTTpRiT pnpp>T if pRT 

OTTdtff ototw iffirr Pm % PrfrPrPOTr otrutP ^ 


so stPttot P srfinp OTjRiPf.^ PP?pP otot#- 

TOTOF TOR TOT TR Pm $, irPrgfTO TOTp | : 
OTOTP OT tot 

fr ^ ^f-s^ I -tfr H' t*'i -fY Pt h (eR 

1 . toot OTTrfro, pn 

2- TOOT TORpTOT, Tfpfffi Til^T 

3. toot OTtrPnr, mrjr 

4. fl'raf OT^lfTO, TOT 

5 . toot OTFfTO, >n$f Rid<P 

6. tit 1 tit 1 Ttrofror Pitot 

7 . TOOT ttttto, ^httppjt 

8. TOOT TOtfpTTj TTtvjpl^T 

9. TOOT OTqfTO, I jOT TT 

10. TOOT TlflTTOT, TOTTTTcP VTfT 

11. TOOT OTTrfTO, TOf 

12 . toot torPtot, TOcPtft 

13. TOTT OTtffTO, OTITTOT^ 

14. toot htoPto Protit 

15 . toot torPot, trott 

16. 917TOIT *mfm, TDF[¥ TOT 

17 . toot otP-ft, tort w$t 
is. toot OTtrfror, 

19. TOOT Timfro, OTTTTOp 

20 . toot OTq’rro, 

21. TOOT TlirfTO, TOfRTTOTT SlfT 

22. TOT? OTfffTO, OTfTOTOT 

23. TOOT OTTfTO, ‘pTWJT 

24. TOOT TORpPT, TOlffpT 

25 . toot OTTfro, ti$[P 

26- TO5TT OTRfTO—7, ?jp 

27- TOOT TORpTR, TOjT 
28. OTOT TldTO-T, OT^fftT 
29- OTOT OTTfro, TOW tff^T 
30. OTTTf OTTOT-T, TOTTf 

3L OTWT OTrfro, TJTOTT 
32. WF3T OTRfTO, TOTOT^T 
33- OTOT OTRPnT, TOTRT 
34. TOT OTRfTO, TOT I Pi Pc 
35- TOOT TTOtTT, TOTTPlpT ?T^T 

36. OTOT OTRfTO, fTOTT 

37. TOOT - ffiiqpiq, ffTTR 

38- TOW OTTpTO, TT'TTR'Jp iffT 
39. TOOT OTRiTOT, TOJT 

40- TOOT WlTO, TOPTOTT 

* 

41. TOOT OTRfTO, TOTTOTOTT 





[TOT 3 (ii) ] 


«tttw «ft ttoto:towt 6, 1093/«fi 1W if, 1016 
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42 . simr TOffor, 

43 . TOTO TOlfaT, RTY? TOT 

44. TO3T TOBfvPT, TRRft 

45 . toto TOrfro, wirjr 

46 . TOTO TO^TO, 

47 . srpar TOrfro, farr 

48 . stT^ftrap tottto-11 Y 

49. tout TOqfTO, 

5 0. TO3T TOBfTO, TOffaTO 

51 . toto TOfffro, fa% Tier 

5 2. TOTO TOfffvpT, Rffil'I'IT 

53. wraT TOfffro, tot^t 

54 . tosh TOrfror, 3TOHTBTC 

[*r. 13011/1/92-f?.^.^.] 

WIRT ’JRTT, TOTRfTO 

New Delhi, the 21st October, 1993 

S.O. 2320.—In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 10 of the 
Official Language (Use for Official Purposes of the Union) 
Rules 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the follow¬ 
ing offices of the General Insurance Corporation of India 
(Under the Administrative Control of Ministry of Finance. 
Department of Economic Affairs) where of more than 80 per 
cent of staff h: v: acquired working knowledge of Hindi. 

Name of the Company : The New India Assurance Co. Ltd., 

1. Branch Office, Hadpasar 

2. Branch Office, Nasik City 

3. Branch Office, Satpur 

4. Branch Office, Ambad 

5. Branch Office, Sangli City 

6. Branch Office, Mir] 

7. Branch Office, Islampur 

8 . Branch Office, Kolhapur 

9. Branch Office, Bhusawal 

10. Branch Office, Amrawati City 

11. Branch Office, Vardha 

12. Branch Office, Yawatmal 

13. Branch Office. Kasarwadl 

14. Branch Office, Chlnchwad 

15. Branch Office, Talagaon 

16. Branch Office, Rajguru Nagar 

17. Rranch Office. Satara City 

18. Branch Office. Kahad 

19. Rranch Office Baramatl 

20. Branch Office, Val 

21. Branch Office Ahmednagar 
27,. Branch Office, Ahmednagar 

33. Branch Office. Shrirampur 

24. Branch Office, Slgmner, 

25. Branch Office Bahurl 

26. Divisional Office. Dhule 

27. Branch Office. Dhule City 

28. Branch Office, Malegaon 

29. Branch Office. Nandurbar 

30. Divisional Office, Akola 
M. Branch Office, Akola City 
32. Branch Office. Malkapur 

33. Branch Office, Jalana 

34. Branch Office, Ratnagiri 


35. Branch Office, Ratnagiri City 

36. Branch Office, Chiploon 

37. Branch Office, Kudal 

38. Divisional Office, Ichalkaranji 

39. Branch Office, Ichalkaranji City 

40. Branch Office, Jaisingpur 

41. Branch Office, Vama Nagar 

42. Branch Office, Gadhinglaj 

43. Branch Office, Nader City 

44. Branch Office, Parbhani 

45. Branch Office, Latur 

46. Divisional Office, Pune 

47. Branch Office. Vira 

48. Regional Office-11,, Bam 

49. Branch Office, Mahar 

50. Branch Office, Alibagh 

51. Branch Office, Ville Parle 

52. Divisional Office, Solapur 

53. Branch Officer, Panderpur 

54. Branch Office, Usmanabad. 

[No. 13011/1/92-H1C] 
Y. P. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

21 TOfjpiT, 1993 

to. srr. 2321.—TOffT tor, TTrorm (tt % 

totoYt yffiUHT % fro; toVt), froTOffifr, 1976 % 

faro-10 % BT-farir (4) %tortt if (fYfr totto, 

snfaffi TOT fWBI Y'TumifrpR faiRTO if fRRT) 'JTRfftff 

BTUTRT «ffBT fffiffJT % fdHLifarr TOtYpiT ffif, fiTO% 

so afaror ir wfiro toNr^ to to^btew 

tot srrRT tot fm I, ■Rffrgfffid toct(Y £ : 

'ft TO •TBT 

Ytoto TOffiff RiPh2^ 

1 . TOfYr TORiro, tojto; 

2. TOTO TOtYpT, dNM J < 

3. TO 3 T TOBfro, toYtot, wra 

4 . TOTO TO^TO, HTPTOT 7 

5. TOST TOrfTO, ^tTPTf^ TOT, TOd^ 

[wr 13011 / 1 / 92 -ff .TO.ffi.] 
WTW TJTO, TOT BfTO 

New Delhi, the 21st October, 1993 

S.O. 2321.—In pursuance of Sub-rule (4) of the Official 
Language (Use for Official Purposes of the Union) Rules, 
1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the following 
Offices of the General Insurance Corporation of India (Under 
the Administrative Control of Ministry of Finance, Depart¬ 
ment of Economic Affairs where of more Iran 80 per cent 
of staff have acquired working knowledge of Hindi. 

Name of the Company : National Insurance Co. Ltd,, 

1. Regional Office., Lucknow 

2. Branch Office, Bajpur 

3. Branch Office, Aliganj, Lucknow 

4. Branch Office, Muradabad 

5. Branch Office, Transport Nagar, Kanpur. 

[No. 13011/1/92-HTC] 
Y. P, GUPTA, Under Secy. 
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w, srr. 2322.— wmx, ttwh (r*t% 

STRPffcr SPTtSRf % fwtT 5 PT>r), Pw'm^vft, 197.6 %, 

10 TT-Om ( 4) % SFRRffi it (fatf qViffid 

<nfw zfrnf iwff Jr fJw) *rrafk 

htsitot sffarr farir % fdMfrifw qrrafa-qt ^r, f^r% 
so bIairt it srftrffi w-arrO^ it sn - 
arr aro 4 R farr $, srfcrgfw |: 

iFFFfr *rrr ffTff: 
ft sftftrrow wtRr ffrpRft 

1. ffcftT ffirafar, ^V»rr 

2. JT^r VRltePT I, TR^ 

3- rPriRT qfRrfcPT, II, TRtJ 

4. HvS<4 *f>Tqti*pT, qfoneTT 

5. 4>l4 l itW, TWITT 

6 . w?r qnfffcpr, ftpfcpjr 

7. htfstt qntrfvrir, 'SFwrwRFr 

8. ?rraT sfnrat^RT, 

9 . wrar "mminFFr, wot 

10. ?rraT ffiTfffOT, *fT3TTT 

11. !nwr ffiTfffcrff, ?TR. t(*r. JIT 

12. wren q.iq'Md—^srnr I 

13 . wrsrr ffimfcw— II, ^RR 

14. HTF3T ’TTR'm— III, ^j; 

15. WP3T *6Tq 1 f^Rr, 

i o. ftrstt ffiTfifaff, <N 1 ld 

17. wrarr ffimfaff, 5rrte 

18. 7TP3T HUdWl—11, 5RR$ 

19. 5TF5TT ffTfitW—12, 

20. WP3TT TRlt-FT, TRfpT 
21- WP3T + ldfw, 666T 

22. iflWT ffiFlfw, ^TRTJT 

23. 5 nwr efWrft— 2, TFry: 

24. rrw srfiufirt niwr, ^ffa 

25. RFTST SlfcrFfft S1WT, RtTTvT 

[6. 1301l/l/92—f^.ffiT.qu] 

M»HW IJFTT, ’H'l < tfW 

New Delhi, the 21st .October 1993 

S.O. 2322.—In pursuance of Sub-rule (4) of Rule 10 of the 
Official Language (Use for the Official purposes of the Union) 
Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the follow¬ 
ing Offices of the General Insurance Corporation of India 
(Under the Administrative Control of Ministry of Finance 
Department of Economic Affairs) where of more than 80 per 


cent of staff have acquired working knowledge of Hindi. 
Name of the Company : The Oriental Insurance Co. Ltd., 

1. Regional Office, Chandigarh 

2. Divisional Office-1, Jammu 

3. Divisional Office-11, Jammu 

4. Divisional Office, Patiala 

5. Divisional Office, Rajpura 

6. Divisional Office, Ferozpur 

7. Branch Office, Jalalabad 

8. Branch Office, Nava City 

9. Branch Office, Jagraon 

10. Branch Office, Kathua 

11. Branch Office, R,S. Pura 

12. Branch Office-I, Jammu 

13. Branch Office-II, Jammu 

14. Branch Office-Ill, Jammu 

15. Branch Office, Udhampur 
r>i. Branch Office, Rajourl 

17. Branch Office, Batot 

18. Branch Office-11, Bombay 

19. Branch Office-12, Bombay 

20. Branch Office, Khargaon 

21. Branch Office, Satna 

22. Branch Office, Bilaspur 

23. Branch Office, Raipur 

24. Direct Agent Branch, Tndore 

25. Direct Agent Branch, Bhopal. 

[No. 13011/1/92-HIC] 
Y. P. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

(3%ff RRPT) 

fff ftfSft, 13 UJpT, 1993 

■FT. 5Tf. 2323.—'^'RffiTT frfffWT MfijfduR, 

1949 ( 1949 ffiT 10) 4?t ETRT 5 3 SirnFRT Sfftcnit 
tftT Rfftfi ffRif ^ft, JR'bl 5, RRfftff 

ffit faffiTfUff TTRcRSRT Rt r RTT ffiFTt | fffi TFT srftj- 

fjRTff OTU 9 % TJqW 'IfiT-T ffit-TTmfeT fa. 

qT 9 sprrf, 1995 cFn, 5. 5483 it 5494 

qr 3 - 1/2 fafat fdffaff, 7ft q'TTTT Ff'Ffr <fF 3?k 
Tfi jrsqr, fT77fr-6 qxfUJd I, ^1 5TriR T? Wf^ 

qg r » 

[6. 15 / 12 / 88 —sfr. aft. tr ] 
TftytRTWr, 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 13th October, 1993 

S.O. 2323.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reservo 
Bank of India hereby declares that the provisions of Seciton 
9 of the said Act shall not apply to the Punjab Cooperative 





[«mr II-sw 3 (ii) ] 


VTR7 !PT Tnrwr: 6, 1993yftrfftp 1C, 1913 


3325 


ftTGUT ft 12 sfV | ftT T.R ft ftftft ftTTTiT ft 

fftft ^rf^TTT vnftftff (ftm^pft ftftTftff ftfftaftr fftfftftir 
ftfft ftrftf) ftT p-fr ftfr pwdK tt ttet ftftT % 
fp ftreftff ftftr | fft sE^tt ftT w t/p ftT »un 
11 qpf ft ftWPFP p'HiHim spfr fftn | fftraft 
5 rpK yrTftr ftfftft ftr ?frtmjw vtTftnPTft ft 

ft^fVpr ffftr ttirt *wr «rr cm ^rim ftT 

refarra ^ftf *rm nqr tt 3fp qrjftft ft rlt wnrr 

mrer ftlm httst ret 40 2 6 300 1 1 

ft tt mvrir ftr p ftfauTT ftT Fffifw ftT *r£ fft 
oTT FTpft tt tet ft tet mrrft tt tt mft fftsrft 
tt ?ft fftftiT TTfftqfffT ftr etTtt farr snw 1 


Bank Ltd., till 9th July, 1995 in respect of the immovable pro¬ 
perty consisting of 3-1 [2 storeyed building bearing Municipal 
No. 5483 to 5494/1 and situated at the corner of Ghantaghar, 
Chaudni Chowk, and Nai Sarak, Delhi-6. 

ul frrftT, 1 4 pFT, 1 993 

•n ,m. 2324.—tftTnfT fVfftffffff tTfftfftnT 199C 
( 1 949 *PT 10) ftTqTTT 54STTT STTfT wfwftf ffiT 

srftftr Trcft 5 ^ <K«hK fftsrft $ft ftT 

ftnirfOT TT P43TTI ft mT SfFftT £ fft 3*RT tffa- 
fftffff ftT srm 31 % pra 1 TdftFrw fts ftft fft. qr 

33 5TTpT 1993 rrqr IT ftTffT T4T FTR ff$r 

«r?f tet: p ftft ft fftrrqi 31 *rrft 1993 ?pf ftT 
f^qfar % settttt fft qrfrr'r ftT fftfTi tt%t ftwftf 
ftk jw ftr ffttrffcr m ft sramfftrfT p fttr 
pqft ftto srfftft TrnftfcT fftrft ftqr ftr 3 0 fa/FTT 
1993 ?T'T ftr prf ff sT^fa % Tm: srm:fftmfftftr 
ft ^ ft pk qrrft ftr Fftn ftT Fm 11 

[ft. 15/8/93-ftV.ftt.tr,] 
ft.ft. ftp ttt irfftq 

New Delhi, the 14th October, 1993 

S.O. 2324.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec¬ 
tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the Re¬ 
serve Bunk of India, heieby declares that the provisions of 
Section 31 of the said Act, shall not apply to the Kashi Nath 
Seth Bank Ltd. upto 31st October, 1993 in so far as if is 
required to publish the accounts and balance sheet as at 31st 
March, 1993 together with auditors' report in the prescribed 
manner and submit three copies thereof as returns to the 
Reserve Bank of India within the extended period upto 
30(h September. 1993 

I No. 15/8/93-BOA] 
R. K. MANGAL, Under Secv, 


Tifft^r fteTTftT 
(faftft ®TmT ftfJTfftftjTTftT) 
ft* fftcftl 1 , 20 3T4"[q<, 1993 

ftl.m.2325.—ft, Jtftftt gTf f j b r tft. 135 
»T. pft tftfft fttT ftM fttftf-210098ftt 56 37 000 
( 1 943 7 0 ’nft/W! «Lic) ft fr|qjrf ITFrift ftfft 
4 0 2 6 3 00 tfttr % prfTfq- ftftpj tqpjp pq- % fefqr rrq^ 

trfftft qftft,' ft, ftt/ftF 1523846 fftTrft 7-12-92 

ft^T fpr T4r ftt fftftftr ftftftr ^ftfar wrft ^ 

2401 GI/93—2, 


?ft ftTft ft ftftc? g>ft qr fir ftrft WTlftf ft ffttr 
ftftftftift trrpft (ftnrrftPTT rrftpft afft ftftt fftfftp 
fftTftft ftftf ftTftf) UT ftftT t ftfttpnTftfl' ftT ft? 
fftftft I ftTftftft ftT ftftft ftTftlft ft fftft pTT 
ftpjft ftlftftft (/fTftTft^ ftfttftft sfq ftlft ftfftftft 
fftftftft ftfft) fttft if: fftftr <3nir i mft^T 
(fftftTft 3T>T fftfftftftft) wfftfftft, 1992 ft ZTn 9 ft 

ftpra (4) ft ftp ftfftrftf ftT ftftTft ftrft ft 
ftftTSTft ftftft ftTftTftT ft fftft ftft ftfiltr WT?ftft 
(ftTftfftpft ftftTftft ftf/r ftftr fqfftftft fftq'ftft ftf-r) 
ftT P-3517T fftTFT ftPT f, I 

[TT.ft, 0l/si/40/l 3 1 4/ft ftft-93/fr f ftft-3/l960] 
ftlT.ft. Pft?Tfftrftft fftftft«ftlftR 
ftft ft^lffttsiftT fftftft aftTftTT 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

(Directorate General of Foreign Trade) 

New Delhi, the 20th October, 1993 

SO. 2325.—M/s. Gazebo Industries Ltd., 135, Dr. Annie 
Besant Road, Worli, Bombay-400098 were granted and Ad ance 
Licence No. P/L/1523846 dated 7lh December, 1992 for a 
c.i f. value of Rs. 40,26.300 with an export obligation of 
Rs. 56.37.000 (US Dollars 194370) with a validity of 12 
months from the date of issue. Now the firm have applied 
for grant of duplicate of Advance Licence (Customs purpose 
copv and Exchange Control copy both) for the import onlv 
on the ground that the licence have been lost/m : snlaced. The 
firm luce furnished necessary affidavit according to which the 
aforesaid Advance Licence was not registered with and Cus¬ 
toms Authority and was not utilised at all and the balance 
CIF value against the licence is Rs. 40.26.300. A declaration 
has also been incorporated In the affidavit to the effect that 
if the said licence is traced or found later on, it will be re¬ 
turned to the issuing Authority. 

On being satisfied thRt the Original Advance Licence 
(Cus'oms Purpose copv and Fxchange Control copy both) 
tor imports onlv have been lost, the undersigned directs that 
duplicate Advance Licence (Customs P 11 rno.se copy and Ex¬ 
change control copv) for import only should be issued to 
the sppb'cant. I also, in wercise of the nowers con- 
feur^ in sub-clause (4) of Clause 9 of the Foreign Trade 
(D'-i'clonmcnt and Regulation') Act. 1992. hereby cancel the 
or ; gipnl Ad-rnnce T Icence (Customs purpose copy and Ex¬ 
change control copy) for imports only. 

fF. No, 01/81/40/I314!AM-93lDES-ITT|1960] 

R. K, SOOD, Dv, Director GenI. of Foreign Trade 
for Director Genl. of Foreign Trade 
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nr*ifW OT» f lw ff T mWrt Prrr«t 

tmjfh uph? wjfi 
fff ftptfV, 12 «T^TT, 1993 


’fT.wr. 2326.—mrofW 9 tw Bftt (tprm’r) ftfwr, 1988 ^ Mm 5 % ttW™ (a) % cojtt'* ’uroftir wn? wjft 
| ft? ftw Tftr bet sttWt <rf nrdu % Tf wi. ftm mu $ i 


imrfint. 

ffrft 8?T *TPT afk 131 

Pti, Tjxr wmfcni inTcffar * 11*1 °t» 

Tg ftnr an^ nf) ftfq 

(i) 

(2) 

(3) 

<*) 

1261131 

srrg mVf *tT^V ?ptt 

«nf tjft: 8i4(n*rtII)-i974 

1993-03-16 

1971367 

v’tftra ftrw, mflraran 


1993-02-16 


BTftrtf: 226-1975 

[it. fft t^T tf/ 13 : 13] 
flTR Kl|lPft*l* 

MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES, 

CONSUMER AFFAIRS & PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 
New Delhi, the 12th October, 1993 

S.0.2326:_ ln pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standard* (Certification), Regulation 
1988, the Bureau of Indian Standard* hereby notifies that the licenced) particulars of which are given below have been cancelled with 
effect from the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 

Licence No. 

Name and Address of the Hcencec 

Articlc/Proccss with relevant Indian 
Standard covered by the licence cancelled 

Date of 
cancellation 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1251131 

1971367 

Modi Arc Electrodes, 

Modi Nagar 

Jain Rolling Mills, Ghazlabad 

Covered electrode* for welding sheets- 
IS : 814 (Part ID-1774 

Structural steel (Standard Quallty)- 
IS : 226-1775 

1993-03-16 

1993-02-16 




[No, CMD/13 :13] 



N. SRTNIVASAN, Add). Director Gen. 


»rf ftwft, 12 1993 


mr.wt. 2327 .—<rrofPrnPTa? wjft ( hmw ) ftfwr 1988 $ faftrcm 5 % ^fafatpr (6) * Sfsrroft’T pew wjA tpi^. 

Trir vxv ? Or fh*n for™? giyfa/ HnW tI ?a.f% ot»t tnufr n{ irrftor ft tt fan «tnr $1 



tt =riR snr >eit 

surfs if ft?I imxTw/Vfq 

*T%2T 

fttp orrf qft nTdtsr 

(i) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

N 

0092J 53 

fwft ftpi 9IW 12/1 ifourman:, 
9!f>mra-120001 

tnftm: 458-1938 wrc ft ws' 

93-01-27 

1259753 

tjyftjqH afrrrtr '*rrc?f. 4 

814 (mi II)— 1974 

93-02-16 





[*TFT 

3 (ii)] *)Ka TT 1W9 : n«ic 

6 , 199 3/«FTf?T”F 15, 1915 

33:7 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1311830 , 

fjorw mred . 30 «fk 37, forr-i, 

srr|<pr: 399 ( [ tt£I)-1976 

93-02-16 


<p 3 tr faarrfmT (f^.tr. ) 



1656460 

tFT.*. mite* sft.tfr. te,'snvfam sr^fl 

: 10840-1986 

m gl'frf srrc* 

92-12-09 

16G2960 

3 f'tRtTfr#4 | siHHi 8 fotemsterr-iai 104 witrftr: 203-1934 

9 3-03-19 





2013322 

’nr-fr Titer ten fa. Jirfsranm; 

wrfrrtr: 220-1975 

9 2-11-28 



teW ?PTT?T (RFRiffm) 





[if. *ft on* ftj 13 ; i 3 ] 
«m nfttetwe 


New Delhi, the 12th October, 1993 


s.o. 

2327—In pursuance of sub-regulation ( 6 ) of regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) Regulation 

1983 the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the licence(s) particulars of whioh are given below have been Cancelled with 

effect from the date Indicated against each: 





SCHEDULE 


Licence No. 

Name and Address of the liconcscc 

Article/Process with relevant 

Date of 

(CM/L- 


Indian Standard covered by licence 
Cancelled 

CancJIatk n 

1 

2 

3 

4 

0692156 

Delhi Spun Pipes, 

12/1, Milestone, Mathura Road, 
Farldabad-121001. 

IS : 458-1983, RCC pipes 

1993-01-2 7 

1259753 

Industrial Products, Plot No. 4, 

IS : 814 (Part n>-l!>74 

1993-02-16 


Industrial Development Colony, 
Kunjpura Road, Kanal (Haryana) 

Electrodes 


1311830 

Himachal Conductors 

IS : 398 (Part D-1976 

1993-02-16 


Plot No. 36 A 37, Sector-1 

Parwanoo, Distt. Solan (H.P.) 

AAC conductors 


1311931 

-do- 

IS : 398 (Part 10-1976 ACSR conductor 

J993-02-16 

1656460 

N.K. Plastic, G.T.Rood, 

Jalandhar Cantt. 

IS : 10840-1986 HDPE container 

1992-12-09 

1662960 

National Carbon Co, 

IS : 203-1984 

1993-03-19 


Khonmoh Industrial Estate 
Srinagar-191104 

Dry batteries 


2013322 

Aarti Steel Rolling Mills Ltd., 

IS : 226-1975 

1992-11-28 


Ghaziabad 

Structural steel 
(standard quality) 





[No. CMD/13 :13] 



N. SRINIVASAN, AddJ. Director General 


TOW 

ffeft, 8 1993 

m. m. 2328 .—'FtwtCt perm (irmfn^r iifa- 
v'tfiFTf *)?t iRfglwT 1971 ( 1971 WX 40) 

tff STTCT 3 JfJTT STOW vrf^RTf STT JR>T JTT aflr 
vrror mxn % im wm *r %*iftiT tor rfi% 


*rf flTPJft %prnm ( i) k* fa?r sTfsmft vt, 5fr 
itrct itwr % tr i K?n srfwsrrd % q^r % 
sriwft srffjftTfir % smfrpff %■ frej itprit 

nfwrtt f^njw *RifV t ^ smir PRuft % ?arwr (2) 

*T TRW(V PTTfff % ir ?TT^!!TfjmTf 

^nrftw rftwmi %*Rpfa wfarf^m jut zrr enr% 
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55repFT RTOT wfaffirff ffif sifopff ffiT JPfFT afk 
ufaxlfw <RT»ff ET TTRT EFTTiT, TOT :— 

np^fr 


tf faT R EfT 'ETT 3 TR TPTR TRTTft RTFIT % STRT afK 

iffftmfRTT WfFr ?ftJTTTt 


«fl t( . Tft . ftE?T, 

RRT faftr Rfem-fV, 
EzwpjRpr e? 

FRivrERf (Tfstn) f 1 iftw, 
tHV 


Tuft if Psr^RT t£s Vft- 
fRTThRT «[FTFlfer(tf&R I) 
fafats (3 tft) % RW 
RR^TOT qf tR 
Tuft RTTR I 


[ffiT.R. 10 ( 8 ) / 9 2 —^ ] 

•sfVTRft RR, TOT RfTO 

MINISTRY OF STEEL 
New Delhi, tht 8th October, 1993 

S.O. 2328 -In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unra -tholscd Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (43 of 1971) the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Steel hereby appoints the officer mentioned in column (1) 
of the table below, being an Officer equivalent to the rank of 
gazetted officer of Government, to be estate officer for the pur¬ 
poses of the said Act, who shall exorcise the powers conferred 
and perform the duties imposed on estate officer by or under 
the said Act, within the local limitsof bisjurisdiction In respect 
of the public premises specified in column (2) of the Table, 
namely : 


TABLE 


Address and designation 
of the Officer 

Categories of the Public 

premises and local limits of 
jurisdiction 

1 

2 

Chief Law Officer, 
Metallurgical & Engineering 
Co tsulta its (fad,a) Limited, 
Ranchi. 

All premises belonging to or 
taken on lease by Metallurgical 
& Eng neerjng consul.ants 
(India) Limited in Ranchi. 


[F.No. 10(8)/92-HSM] 

SMT. MRIDUL JAIN, Under Secy. 


ritert ark TfRiK rtotr 

fnevff, 15 xtmjst1993 

ffiT. RT, 2329.—RfafTOR, 
1973 ( 1973 «FT 59) £TRT 3^ 3RRRT ( l) % 

(«r) % RTOtrf if, %rtr 

(l) ir 3fcRfe?T sqfrrf ffif RTR ( 2 ) RfvRfaR 

fWifaRTTO R fdTlfTO fffiRT TOT $ I 

to:, to, rtotr rto *rfJrPm rkt 

3 «ffv TOSITTT ( 1 ) IRT TOTT Slftrof TO TOtR TOST 


|Tr, ffiT, RT. 482(4T), mtPS G TOFT,- 1974 3TTT 
RTOfTO RRrT RWR % TORTO 3fk TRRR fRRTTO 
R5TTTO, RIFTO fTOTR T?T RfiRj/TOT R fdTRfafjfcT 
EWTO TORT TO^:— 

TOR RftJRTOT RRFff if, IRT TOTOT 16 3fR 

"3^rff toTto srf-Tfktfr % rtet to fTOrfafror w 
to^rt, rtot :— 

__J_i) ( 2 ) 

"l6. TO. RfkRTORf TOTOTO fTORfaTOTO l" 

1 1 / 8, TO 7 rVcRT T>7, 

TOTTOTT- 7 0 0023 

[r. 5ft. 2G018/1 5/87—tflTOT (rI. Tft. T(R.] 

aft. tft: ir^TT, Rfrornfr 

TO-feTOR ; STfiFJTOTTO, RT. R, 482(r) , TOTtR 
G TORT, 1974 g-RT RHt '=ft R^ «ft 3ft 
TOR RRTO RfTO|-7RT R. ^t.-26018/1 5/ 
87-|twft (fit. Tft. ER-) (i'0> rTRt^ - 
29 TRRT, 1990 3TR R. ^t. 

26017/15/87—gWr (Tft. Tft. tiR. ) 
(ii), tTEftST 27 5^5^, 1992 5TRT 

RRttET fffiTT RTT I 

MINIST RY OF HEALTH & FAMILY WELFARE 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1993 

S.O. 2329—Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of 
clause (b) of shb-section (i) of section 3 of thc Homoeopathy 
Central Council Act, 1973 (59 of 1973), the person mentioned 
in column (1) of the Table below has been elected from the 
University mentioned in Column (2). 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of thc said Act, the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendment in the notification of 
thc Government of India in the Ministry of Health and Family 
Plan ting,-Department of Health published vide S.O. 482(E), 
dated tho 6th August, 1974, namely 

In the Table to thc said notification, for serial number 16 and 
entries relating th trtlo,ihe following shall be substituted, 
namel/: 


1 2 

“16 Dr. Prabir Chakraborti University of Calcutta.” 
11/8, Dcbi Chowdhtiry 
Road, 

Calcutta-700 023. 


[No. V-26018/15/87-Homoeo (CCH) ] 
B.C. MEHTA, Desk Officer 

Foot Note: 

The original notification was issued vide No, S.O. 482(E) 
dated tho 6th August, 1974, and subsequently amended by 
notification No. V -26018/15/87-Homoeo (CCH)(ii) dated 29th 
August, 1990 and notification No. V-26017/1 J/87-Homoe* 
(CCH)Uij dated 27th January, 1992. 
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['<rm 11-w 3 (ii)] 


TW ^ 7iapra'■ TRST «, 1993/+lft+ IS, 1915 


18 Wit, 1993 

srr 2330 —Ffeir FFfrpr, ^ffaqtrsft T^rt-T 
qfm^ sifiifem 197 3 (1973 tt 59) tfirr 13 
3 WRT (2) 5 TTT SFTfe ^rfwff THT HTfe Wfe |fe, 
pfrf^H^V dimr fe twqt q^rtr 
qffefwr fer |^rfr sntjfer *r famM^ Tram weft 

l :— 

^?r ?phj^V ii "mw infer” i7faFF ^^rmpfcr w 
sfcjrr 3 n fefer "mfe ^Nfer nffefeOTt % 'tvmm fa^rfirfaiT 
sfaifeqt strafe fptt^ :— 


1 2 


3 

4 

^ifiFTl'tf'FF itfWT 

5ft. 

FT, 

1990 fe 

5tfa Tmfe) ii mpFF 

mr 

■ TPT. 



[0. fefe- 2 7 0 21/12/ 8 4 -^rfiprr] 

aft. ^fr. ir^rr, few srfiFmfe 


<rra; fern: wr ^fffegwrr, ww % rnm, wwH ,r r % 
•oft 2, igra 1 ii tt. srr.ff. 7e ditto 

20 few, 1993 SRT WTfaRf gt *ft 

3itr wit 

TT.m.TT. 3325 differ 4-U-197S 
TT.STr.S. 1517 fTKto 26-2-19S3 

TT.wr.tf. 1481 frrfeto 12 - 3-1933 
*PT.?rr.^r. 3099 arrc'to 21 - 6-1935 
SfT.StT. tf. 2048 dlfm 24-3-1966 

qtT.srr.tf. 2270 drfto 24 - 5-1986 

5T.WT.tf. 2449 dTfeto 1-8-1990 
*FI.?ITto. 2501 ar<W 1-8-1990 
TT.JfTto. 2502 drtto 21-8-1990 
OT.OT.tf. 710 dTfto 20-2-1992 
*PT.3TT.F. 891 ditto 5-3-1992 
TT.HT.¥. 1210 drtto 23-4-1992 
^.^rr.d. 2669 drfto 24 - 9-1992 
'FT.FT.d. 978 mfto 28-4-1993 

sm ^tvfttmr fair ^ gfK virm % Tpim, wr 2 gra 3 
ots (ii) ii nwftRT tft 1 


New Delhi, the 18th October, 1993 

S.O, 2330.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub¬ 
section (2) of section 13 of the Homoeopathy Central Council 
Act, 1973 (59 of 1973), the Central Government after consulting 
the Central Council of Homoeopathy hereby makes the follow¬ 
ing further amendment in the Second Schedule to the said Act, 
namely 


In the said Schedule, under the head ‘Andhra Pradesh, 
under Seiial number 3C and the entries relating thereto, the 
following entries shall be added namely :— 


1 2 3 4 


Bachelor in Homoeopathic B.II.M.S. From 1990 
Medicine and Surgery onwards. 

(No. V-27021 /12/84-Homnoo J 
B.C. MLHTA, Desk Officer 

Foot Note: 

The Principal Notification was published in No. S.O. 76 dated 
the JOth December, 1973 in Gazette of India -Hxtradordinary 
Part II Section 1 and subsequently amended vide 

S.O. 3325 dated 4-11-1978, 

S.O. 1517 dated 26-2-1983, 

S.O. 1481 dated 12-3-1983, 

S.O. 3099 dated 21-6-1985, 

S.O. 2048 dated 24-3-1986, 

S.O. 2270 dated 24-5-1986, 

S.O. 2449 date". 1-8-1990, 

S.O. 2501 dated 1-8-1990, 

S.O. 2502 dated 24-8-1990, 

S.O. 710 dated 20-2-1992, 

S.O. 891 dated J-3-1992, 

S.O. 1210 dated 23-4-1992 
S.O. 2669 dated 24-9-1992. 

published In the Gazette of India Part II, Section 3, 
Sub-section (il). 


rflr swfap if*r tram 

4f few, 27 STF^rt:, 1993 

•a. wt. 2331 .——%?fr<T tpwnc ft sffe tjfar 

'TTWTTtpt (*jfa *t WH #mftWT Ttsm) nrfafam, 1002 

( 1962 VT 50) fatt jrfe 5»T% TT'T STfapTW ‘ftiJT W 

|) vt tnn 3 ift warn ( 1 ) % vtfrr 5trrr »tfr q-fi 
^ aftx SiYffep »ram tV srPtjtfw mi 4:r, ra. 

2852 frrffer 10 wtft, 1990 STO, 3ft BTTT % FOfra, stpT 2, 
up* 3 , wsfs (ii) ir imfto «tfr raft fe, #jtf*m % qfartra 
Ft# Tiiwnpr fewfe #> torura#, wr wffeflfw tf tfwr 
rrayrr if fefefeer Bfe ft win % srilmr #r stt-t % srfe 
mw 'ThF’fT Vt : 

»tfe: Tt^ptfiitf 3tfst^5Tr Tt JtftpTt sppir *fe trrfftT 1 s sraw, 

1990 tfr Trcw "Ftt #r trat *fr 1 

sfk wr srfaffepr trm 0 rfr Warm ( 1 ) % ft 

tt«nt trrffeprft 4 ferfhr ,tok Tt strat fefei i it 1 1 

stk #raffe HTTiR TT WT fferf 'K fifaTC Ti'CT 
tin mtira it rntr t fe ?*r stfa^TTT *f tfstra rrajjfe ft Frfe- 
feer t^ffr ft vmpr % wffesn: 4.r ftnrr ^0 1 

flftt: tRTiR, rtfirffei'T 4ft am 6 «rt ^Ttrm ( 1 ) am 

urn urPiOTt <rt s4t»r go, m srfe-yrTf ft dmt ff^ft it 

fefeferj t^ft- *r wfer <pi sftmi T.fe tmft 

t- 

t??r 3ffe ftt 7TWK, 3W STO rt ( 4 ) ira 

5Tm srPraift 'pt ^ fern &ft £ fa wr ^ 
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smto Mr wflwT Msto rrwrc it ftffr fttt M TOrq tr*fr 
fawMf ir»(TO, rffamr atfro Mmfr^jro fafa^r ir fafar |rm t 

; Mtay: 

favTT : MtHTT: 

■0 

rm : Trar'TOT 



tSrrro 

rltsf 43 ■TOT 

GRRtM. 

nrc TOafTt: 

1 

2 

345 

Mfarrprr 

280 

00 19 8 7 


[Mw : wn:-3ioi 5 / 49 / 93 -^. wrr -I] 
'jpoifr ftr?, urr trfarM 


MINISTRY Of PETROLEUM AND NATURAL OAS 
New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2331.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O 2855, dated the 10th November, 1990 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 15th November, 1990 ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is Satisfied that the right of uBer in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired. 

And further in exercise of thejaowers conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from all 
encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 


schedule 


Tehsll: Jodhpur District; Johdpur 

State: Rajasthan 


Area 

Name of Village KhasraNo. 

Hectare Are 

Contj- 

arc 

1 2 

3 4 

5 

SikaOpura 280 

0 19 

87 


[No.R- 3101S/49/93-O.R. I] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


rrff’Wsrt, 27 1993 

Mr, nr, 23 tor ft, q^tfwr sftt tarfaa 
Mntwrro (*jfa if sroPr M srfirm Mr <ofa) wfafaro, 1002 
( 1962 w so) (fair ropf sKfaTroni sto RfWnnT mtr 
ft) MV tnrr 3 Mr smrro (1) M*raPr atrfr Mtmflr tRMrt 
% arft snyfipR ifa totsto MV wftpjror Mw m. at. 

28 53 trrfta 10 1990 im, aft amr M TmT*, arnr 2, 

war 3, (ii) if s mffrr MV yft «ft, tf£rfamr M trfarjrr 
% fat? <jhtoito fam M ntrorM, tw xrfbyrMr ir rfap&r 
if fafaTsut if ^ftfpr % afawt % seif M irfa 
ttTvnr Mt rfftrar Ml *ft : 

atk rjsrrfirtr rrfw^ror Ml srfanrt war Mr (nffij 15 towtt, 
1990 Mr wntr toi tfr mft : 

afk aw wfafam sir am e Mr grronr ( i ) % *nrrro it 

rwr STTfa^rtt % Mato trwrr Mr rmt fofri 5 Ml 4t 1 

Mato rrwr< Mr tw fait# tt hmx 
u? rranrpr ftt tot ft fa to srfj^TOr it Mtot rrjyMr if fafa- 
fror ijfir if TOto M erflntrt Mt srftr fanr antj: 

tot: Mato rrwiT, sro wfirPm Mr am e Mt TOara (1) 
*ro spm vrf'Rpff MrTOVr urMt jx, to wfa^TOT irMror wjjrjMV 
it fafafarr «jPt if amto mt wfimt qfro <mMt to^r Mrot 

If : 

trf afar fa Mato trr^rt, wr am Mr amnrer ( 4 ) sm 
•pro infarct mt torn nrdt jt vf faStr Srft ft fa aro tjfa it 
tfroPr Tr wfijrr< Mato tmrrt itftfar gfa M rntr rnftfapropfi 
tr ^rer, srfmr Mmftwr firfa^r irfaffttr ftPtT 1 


aroTtr •' 9Ttff 

farm ; totT 


mu : 

trroara 

•rtjTTO MTO 

l 

mm M. 


Maw 

*rrt 

roftfhrr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

■ 5 

•rfaw 

380 

00 

60 

32 


326 

00 

17 

59 


299 

00 

53 

58 

MTW 

49 

00 

49 

54 


108 

00 

49 

54 

«r^T 

24 

00 

07 

78 


43 

00 

15 

23 


44 

00 

16 

42 


47 

00 

03 

76 


48 

00 

30 

53 


52 

00 

36 

29 


53 

00 

10 

66 


56 

00 

06 

03 


£9 

00 

32 

26 


60 

00 

26 

52 


61 

00 

23 

63 
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5331 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


62 

00 

10 

72 


63 

00 

14 

1 2 


64 

00 

12 

0 0 


74 

00 

21 . 

89 


75 

00 

24 

48 


77 

00 

27 

00 


78 

00 

09 

O O 


79 

00 

24 

48 


80 

00 

32 

26 


342 

00 

88 

13 


346 

00 

1 1 

81 


374 

00 

14 

11 


675 

00 

30 

58 


678 

00 

28 

80 


659 

00 

17 

57 


660 

00 

32 

26 


663 

00 

18 

72 


664 

00 

18 

72 


667 

00 

36 

87 


671 

00 

07 

49 


075 

00 

51 

55 


083 

00 

22 

47 


1469 

00 

17 

57 


1478 

00 

14 

11 


1 480 

00 

48 

63 


1494 

00 

29 

67 


1492 

00 

31 

10 


1403 

00 

31 

68 


1406 

00 

40 

61 


1499 

00 

50 

1 1 


1578 

00 

20 

74 

WT 

1423 

01 

30 

46 


421 

00 

57 

31 


419 

00 

01 

73 


290 

00 

18 

72 

ttlMT 

192 

0 2 

02 

46 


346 

00 

21 

31 


29 l/1 

01 

13 

93 


243/4 

01 

20 

ns 

qtfrirt 

6/1 

01 

68 

80 

tfPTTt ATOT 

142 

00 

13 

42 

fipnrrt 

98 

00 

29 

96 


V 

01 

24 

44 


86 

00 

7 5 

76 


84 

00 

29 

39 


80 

01 

13 

73 


79 

00 

01 

1 5 


140 

00 

44 

64 


141 

00 

79 

78 


142 

no 

17 

57 


1 34 

oo 

2 ft 

80 


143 

00 

13 

55 


133 

00 

2 4 

77 


{ 5 «itt :tnr.-3ioi 9 / 49 / 93 - 3 #! 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O, 2332.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 

S.O. 2853, dated the 10th November, 1990 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), tfie Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the light of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 15th November, 1990 ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-seciion (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Goemmcnt ; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
[he said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sertior- (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby dit r tares that the right of user In the land 
hereby directs that the right of user in the said lands shall 
hereby acquired. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section^ the Central Government 
hereby directs that the right of user Jn the said lands shall 
instead df vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from 
all encumbrances, in tlte Indian oil Corporation Limited. 

Schedule 


Tehsil: Pali District: Pali State : 

Rajasthan 



Area 

Nftme of Village 

Khasra 

No. 

Hect- Are Ccn- 
tare tiare 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Mand'al 

380 

00 

66 

82 

Balrai 

328 

00 

17 

58 


299 

00 

53 

58 

Keerwa 

49 

00 

49 

54 


108 

00 

49 

54 

Gurha Ehdia 

24 

00 

07 

78 


43 

00 

15 

28 


44 

00 

16 

42 


An 

00 

03 

76 


48 

00 

30 

53 


52 

00 

36 

29 


53 

00 

10 

66 


56 

00 

06 

63 


59 

00 

32 

26 


60 

00 

26 

52 


61 

00 

25 

63 


62 

00 

18 

72 


63 

00 

14 

12 


64 

00 

12 

96 


74 

00 

21 

89 


75 

00 

24 

48 


77 

00 

27 

66 


78 

00 

09 

22 


79 

00 

24 

48 
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1 


3 

4 

5 


80 

00 

32 

26 


342 

00 

88 

13 


346 

00 

11 

81 


3 74 

00 

14 

11 


675 

00 

36 

58 


678 

00 

28 

80 


659 

00 

17 

5 7 


660 

00 

32 

26 


663 

00 

18 

72 


664 

00 

18 

72 


667 

00 

36 

87 


671 

00 

07 

49 


675 

00 

51 

55 


683 

00 

22 

47 


1469 

00 

17 

57 


1478 

00 

14 

11 


1480 

00 

48 

68 


1484 

00 

29 

67 


1492 

00 

31 

10 


1493 

00 

31 

68 


1496 

00 

40 

61 


1499 

00 

50 

11 


1378 

00 

20 

74 

Kootna 

1423 

01 

30 

46 


421 

00 

57 

31 


419 

00 

01 

73 


290 

00 

18 

72 

Bala 

192 

02 

02 

46 

Roopawa® 

346 

00 

21 

31 

Beethoo 

291/1 

01 

13 

93 


243/4 

01 

26 

95 

Moriya 

6/1 

01 

68 

80 

Sdnai Lakha 

142 

00 

13 

42 

Sinfari 

98 

00 

29 

96 


97 

01 

24 

44 


86 

00 

75 

76 


84 

00 

29 

39 


80 

01 

13 

78 


79 

00 

01 

15 

Necrnbli Patelatn 

140 

00 

44 

64 


141 

00 

79 

78 


142 

00 

17 

57 


134 

00 

' 28 

80 


143 

00 

13 

55 


133 

00 

24 

77 


[No. R-3Q15/49/93-OJLeIJ 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 

fit 2 7 OTJtfT, 199 3 

fr. m. 2333.~fafar trwrr d, sftt «rPm 

<rm 'Tf^r (»jfa Jr rjmrtfi %rrfmtrn: Ttrpfrr) 19 G 2 

(1962 vr so) (fa% iprif Bfafarq sr$r »tct $) 

if! wttt 3 t 3 i nrm (l) % Bufir Trrff q?) rpft m^rc % 

aftr w wTet^tt ottt m. wr. 

28 54 wrfrw io fifiirr, 1990 aw 7ft vrrrfi %Tnm bpt 2, 

<ro 3, 'm«T (ii) ir rrerPro mft «ft % <rf^r 

fimwm few* % Bdutrnd, am wfi^^rr it 
ftrfsrffcnr wfo ir sruVr * wTewr %rpfa * ^ 
Bum wt «ftr^r «fV •ft; 


sfrr Tfjrq^q nfa^r <pr gfdrrt srqrr arrffrr 1 3 

1990 H7T OT7WT <687 tt fitfr nt ; 

dVr rm BfefdfiB ■ft unr 6 <rr ^qum 1 ( 1 ) % WTrmr if 

rrefin STfsmft if%^fnr firm *rrr btot P.tr tet t ; 

arh inqfpT nm 7 44 qm frfri <rr flrnr 4^% qi?n 44 
imrtrR ?r w 1 ft w Bfu-yror it d-m Brodr if faWvz 
nfd if aqtfrq % wtsurn: <u Btfi Pptt Brq ; 

bb: %rfrn bwt, wi BftiPm urn- 6 <dr iwi (1) 
sm 5 wt wfmdr 4T5i9T»r 'srrtjcr ,^ft BpfcPjqBT ir d^Br^ 
if fqfrfosj Sjjfd if Widf 4 T WfOTlT Bfi’fi =P <4 Tf BfTnT 
6 ; 

Kg afk f*P B*m, 4fT IJOI «6f TOTT ( 4 ) ITTT 

trqn srfmdf 4 r btot jq 45 f-df»r Wr | f¥ um tjfd d 
afidtfi vr Bftmr *p?!ffcr too: if fdfyfi ?Yr 4 4>rrn; rr<ff 
fdrondf if urn, iifTO 4 ithuto fdfdij if Prfijfi gm 1 

Bfi’J’ft 


1 . 



Ps^rr: <mft 


7m : 

7flfWT 






rrrT^THr 1 ? 

wrr d. 

?>frr 

BIT 

spfdter 

1 

0 

3 

4 

5 

TtTGTT 

57 

00 

20 

1 6 


58 

00 

28 

5 1 


59 

00 

29 

70 


60 

00 

18 

90 

srofr 

872 

00 

05 

40 


[*iw.rrrr.-3ioi 5/49/93-»ff. btt.-I] 

fdf, Bfdfi 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2333.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 2854, dated the 10th November, 1990 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), issued 
under sub-section (1) of Bectlon 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 15th November, 1990 ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in pursuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Goemment ; 

And whereas the Central Goernment after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 










- ; : IS, 1916 . . ....... .... . , 3333 

?r^t. 


[Sfpi II-^3 3 (ii.jj 

Goveminfm ftreb'y declares Wit the fi^"df filer Jar the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 

hereby acquired. 


And further in exercise of the pouters conferred by Sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government 
hereby directs that the right of user in the said lands shall 
instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from 
alf encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

tscnecule 


Tehsit : Bali Diskiet : 

: Pali State : 

: Rajasthan 





Area 


Name of Village 

Khasra 

Hee- 

Are 

Cen- 


No. 

tare 


tiare 

A 

2 : 

3 

4 

5 

Kerapura 

57 

00 

20 

16 


58 

00 

28 

54 


59 

00 

29 

70 


60 

00 

18 

90 

Dhany 

872 

00 

05 

40 


[No. R-31015/49/93-OR-I] 
KULDLP SINGH, Under S.cy 


rrf 27 ilWffi rc) 1993 

w.srr. 2334 Stefa rvwt if, R^rfJRnr sftr urn 

RRn (fiffi ff Wtf.r ^Stfsr^K =fTTSL*?r)' syfafopT, 1962 (1962 

w so) (fair srrlf ?rffirffPRT rprr |) # 

arc 3 4rt swri ( i ) % arsffa ^rrfr # •n'-rft stRtr uwix % 
3ftr JrTffint far tiirtni 4?r srfu^nrr wrr rr. srr. 
2855 vfT^sr 10 rurur, 1990 strt, sfr ?rr<r II 

3, (ii) ir tNtiftra # <ptT MY, faYfaRfi % qffafR 

% faq Rnrran^r fasnY % sRrfadfa, sur ^rfstf^rr ir far«T 
Jr fafafssr ijpt it tmtR % •' srftmr rr ?rfar % srer 
srrmr u?r Rmrr # 4Y ; 

sfrr sffa^rRT wr srferr ^sprar rY rirrr is -hutc , 

1990 «Pt swssr r?tt ft Rfa rY; 

arK srfaf’m r?Y sto 6 # r to t r t (i) % fi - R*Rur if 
twt mferrff if rr sppft fat,? Y ft | ; 

3frc$?#fa rwt rr 3RR fant <r frm rrr % rsrtr 
r? *rtmrTR ft wr| % srfafRRr % ^f^rnr if fafafasr 
tjfir if £<pft«r % srfimt rr srfar fturr errtr : 

wt fair-T urwre, ufafaRR ft utct 6 # tmrcr (i) 

5TO tprn wfjRJTf ^TSRfq RTfiY fir, VffarRRt & fanR RRljdY 

If fafafoe sjftr if suRfa ur srftrern: srf%4t^^f 'eft^rwr rttrY 

ll 

RR sfh fat %'ffa ypTfOR, RRR qitr^gWTT ( 4 ) SKTJRtT 
srfef'ff 4>rspf)r>T ^ frfar^aY | ft. surr tjflr If gudfa 

Efrr trPtrfTr srsm if fa%r % rwir: rfaY fiwnWf ir 

ijTJ, yT ^L feTn ftlfitTg iffn% r ^TTT I_ 

2401 GI/ 93 — 3 . 


fsr^rr: qrrft ttjet : tr?wwr 







<rhr qtr RiR 

OTTTqk 

INr 

UR 

spmter 

i 

2 

3 

4 

5 

tip) sr? 

270 

00 

22 

60 


26.8 

.00 . 

i o 

36 


269 

00 

07 

85 

. 

- - 20-1 - ■ ' 

00 - 

01 

- 69- 


202 

00 

01 

69 


204 

00 

09 

29 


203 

00 

26 

92 


197 

00 

28 

50 


196 

00 

31 

75 


195 

00 

19 

73 

Kt-fl+'-fT 

1198 

00 

00 

72 


1202 

00 

09 

00 


1188 

00 

00 

16 


788 

00 

27 

40 


779 

00 

05 

76 

q-firsft 

72 

00 

12 

24 

yrrftqT 

467 

00 

29 

. 00 


121 

00 

06 

50 


119 

00 

10 

94 


(3W~ UR.- 

31015/49/93- aft. STK. I] 



fJRT'T f%5, 




New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2334.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 2855, dated the 10th, November, 1990 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 15th November, 1990 ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government ; 

* 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land -specified in-the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise'of the powers conferred by 
sub section (1) of section 6 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification aye 

hereby acquired; 
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And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the rights- of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting in the Central Government, vest free from all 
encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited : 

Schedule 


Tehsil: Desuri 

District: Pali State 

: Rajasthan 




Area 


Name of Village 

Khasra 

Hec- Are 

Con¬ 


No. 

tare 

ti are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Ranikhurd 

270 

00 

22 

60 


268 

00 

10 

36 


269 

00 

07 

85 


201 

00 

01 

69 


202 

00 

01 

69 


204 

00 

09 

29 


203 

00 

26 

92 


197 

00 

28 

50 


196 

00 

31 

75 


195 

00 

19 

73 

RaniKalan 

1198 

00 

00 

72 


1202 

00 

09 

00 


1188 

00 

00 

16 


788 

00 

27 

40 


779 

00 

05 

76 

Padarali 

72 

00 

12 

24 

Punadiya 

467 

00 

29 

06 

Doodawar 

121 

00 

06 

50 


119 

00 

10 

94 


T^U- 


t No. R-3;015/49-93-OR-I] 
KULDIP SINGH, I f ndcr Secy. 

5T{ fin#, 2 7 WfjatT, 1993 

TT. WT. 333 5-—fi9#T OTC fi, 't^'fiTTT aflr WfiNT 9TT7 

«npf ('jfr if mtffT fituftrrrv vr«r#r) TfirfirTT, 1993 (i 962 
TT 60) (fit# tit# TiRTVtl W TfsTfirTT H3JT 1P1T t) # 

irm 3 # maro ( 1 ) fir srdVr art# m > 1 # vrrw trwn; fi? 

'ftflfarT afK «fa iftjmtr # arfg^TTT tf«rr w.irr, 

3057 rnfhi 17 m-wnc, taoo sra, <*fr vnxFT fir mm, 

3, : ?w» (ii) fir % f#{ 

yr^rtritu fire# % srafr^nrnrf, ^ uf^rrrr fi- rtr ff 
firfnfttic ijfr if yr#T % ttfimt fit q#r fit mfi *nvrr ft 
rftw # «ft ; 

«ftr mmfiiT # srftat twitt *t tu#u 23 w 

1590 # ww mt # T# #; 

«flr wr wfu-firmt #r kttt a # grtmr (j) fit q^ *r<'4 t 
UWT TTfmn# iffifftfr TWR # rrrfr fvfrt fi# $; 

*ftt fisTjffir <mtTT in <m fate tt firm: mfi fit wtm 
tj ttt $ fa Tf^rrr & timr *r^ft fif frfitfW 

a % wfmrn w *r#fi farr omn 


TtT- fiwfat Trrr~, tm ^rTfinpf fifi urt 6 «*r 3WTr ( 1 ) 

(TTvf tRTT wffiovf VT TTW TT r T Jr; ( pT srfu^TTi ft WH 3FR# 
if fsrfriw sjfir if TTittr *frt Etf#prT ufar ra *ft Tmr cNr 
% ; 

Tij aftT ffir firshr trrrp-, -m srrt # sturt (4) 8 Rt 
T en rrfrfTrf ?rr tttt ju tj fifast | fa ^ ’jfT if 
tjTTt'r tpi jrfuvrrr fi^fu gj'trr if fT%r fir a^ncr ^ 

rtff if T 4 T, ^fippr Sifw TT^ftfitthT f’Tf’bie if fh%r jf'iT I 

TTf# - 


iiiHttr : TTT^T f-JUTr : TT# TTR : TntTTUT 


tfiehOT 


dtr 9TT TPT 

*5nTTT no 

$TTT 

TTT T'VutTT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

urfim 

66 

00 

05 

46 


119 

00 

04 

10 


950/2 

00 

07 

92 

TUTJTT 

599 

00 

00 

20 


675 

00 

07 

80 

^TlfOTi 

66 

00 

04 

80 

trTTERT 

265 

00 

05 

40 


263 

00 

03 

24 


262 

00 

05 

76 


201 

00 

03 

90 


259 

00 

04 

14 


205 

00 

07 

20 


200 

00 

01 

09 


204 

00 

03 

24 


210 

00 

00 

20 


203 

00 

09 

52 


202 

00 

01 

28 


190 

00 

07 

62 


195 

00 

02 

00 


189 

00 

04 

50 


188 

00 

02 

52 


190 

00 

01 

07 


187 

00 

00 

60 

STT4? 

228 

00 

1 1 

52 


227 

00 

14 

04 


232 

00 

02 

00 


225 

00 

24 

64 


226 

00 

12 

00 


66 

00 

02 

53 


67 

00 

01 

44 


88 

00 

06 

48 


91 

00 

00 

48 


93 

00 

01 

44 


95 

00 

04 

32 


96 

no 

01 

40 


97 

00 

03 

70 
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titot vi trrrer:s, 1963/vrfav is, ms 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

irot? (arrtV) 

98 

00 

01 

60 


99 

00 

Oti 

10 


H'O 

00 

0 3 

0 0 


16 L 

0 0 

0 1 

5i> 


to; 

00 

05 

7 0 


1 a t 

00 

1 2 

00 


] U5 

00 

02 

52 


107 

oo 

05 

Z 1 


lftK 

00 

0 ti 

8-1 


1 1 U 

oo 

0 1 

■1 1 


111 

00 

0 I 

i t 


112 

00 

0 2 

1 I? 


[rstt . T5rrc-a 1013/49/9,1*^1, mu.-I] 
j.Wi f%& w ulna 


1 

Manjpura 

Kurantia 

Saradhana 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O, 2335.—Whereas by the notification o£ the Government Shcrgath 

of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 

S.O. 3057, dated the 17th November, 1990, published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-11, Section 3, Sub-sectiOn (ti), issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 

Act, 1962 (.50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline tor 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 22nd November, 1990: 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

Aid whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of tho powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of tho said Act, the Central 
Government hereby d'rirres that the right of up-i in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the rights of user in the said lands Shall instead 
of vesting in the Central^ Government, vest, free from ull 
encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited: 


2 

3 

-4 

5 

599 

00 

00 

20 

675 

00 

07 

80 

66 

00 

04 

80 

265 

00 

05 

40 

263 

00 

03 

24 

262 

00 

05 

76 

261 

00 

03 

96 

259 

00 

04 

14 

:o5 

00 

07 

20 

200 

00 

01 

03 

204 

00 

03 

24 

210 

00 

00 

20 

203 

00 

09 

52 

202 

00 

01 

28 

196 

00 

07 

62 

195 

00 

02 

00 

189 

00 

04 

50 

188 

00 

02 

52 

190 

00 

01 

07 

187 

00 

00 

60 

7T8 

00 

11 

52 

227 

00 

14 

04 

222 

00 

02 

00 

225 

CO 

24 

64 

226 

00 

12 

60 

86 

00 

02 

52 

87 

00 

01 

44 

88 

00 

06 

48 

91 

00 

05 

43 

93 

00 

01 

44 

95 

00 

04 

32 

96 

00 

01 

40 

97 

00 

03 

/0 

98 

00 

01 

60 

99 

00 

06 

40 

100 

00 

03 

96 

101 

00 

04 

50 

102 

00 

05 

76 

103 

00 

J2 

00 

105 

oo 

02 

52 

107 

00 

03 

24 

103 

00 

06 

84 

110 

00 

0 . 

44 

111 

00 

01 

44 

112 

00 

02 

16 
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KtfLDDP SINGH, Under Secy. 


Sohedule 


Tehsil: Raipur 

District: Pali State : Rajasthan. 




Area 


Name ofVUlace 

Khasra 

Hec- 

Ate 

Ccn- 


No. 

tare 


tiare 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

DhoUya 

66 

oo 

05 

46 


119 

00 

04 

10 


950/2 

00 

07 

92 


•t^ fcaff, 27 WjaiT, 1993 

vf. <tT. 2336-—■fcfto’ TTOfiir if, sftr urfirst 

^ (sjfaif 3ItfPl%7rftimi;T*r*T) WfWtTtf, 1902 ( 1902 

9tt so) (fx?t tyrif w w $) aft 

pq rj 3 ifi) OTWri (1) % TtiTpr 'sttfr vt ■ f roY Ttrot wtvtt ^ 
aftt tnffdv fcr tfawr trRr^w tfKtt vr, m. 
eWttrtVV fl'iwff, 1993 5TO, *0 TffTtt mnf, Ttrhll 
tr* 3 , tawft (H) tft*?*, 

1? fai} 'TT^TOIVT firBPt % thfrinritf, <sTO tffiftjW & TtsmT 

fcxtftflhv; % stfrrfcsprtxrm 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired; 


sfk trihRw srfu^wr ft) sftwt »rwr ft) 2o gr*, 
1092 iff gw*tr w tft tpfr «f); 

jfk wt *rfftfftqg ftr trnr e ft) gqtjm (i) ft cr^rrar ft 
ssrc rnfaftiftr % ftgfrtr rnwt: ftr tfqfti rtf: § ; 

ftk wstq- tRsttr: w gw fftfrft gz fagne qrzft % gwi^ 
q? ggitrrg $) m | F*f T¥r gftrgwr ftftgw xpjrpfr it fftfftfrw 
*[F*T it ftipfrq t stPfTIT W (tit fftgr win; 

Rd: fttfiq HTTFTT, W Rfidftqq ft) ttm 6 'ft gqtfTTT ( l ) 
grtr jjrrr wfwftr w spft*r tot fn, utr ffFs^wr ft ftgw 
Jr fftfftfTO: gfg Jr gqfttg w rPhwt gfftg ®frr?t ftr ftn«rr ^^fr 

t; 

q$ sfk ft? ftgfw fTT'fr'X, grr srrzr ft) ggartT ( 4 ) Krcr 
WTO rrf'rr-ft w twig rzft jo ?r^ fftwr £tfr S ft? gw t^fq ft 
ggftt'T w vftrarn: ft?tfig rra?n: ft fgf^tr ftft ft mtq qftr 
ftrwftgi ft tjw, nittPFr wtqg wtmftw fftfftty ft fft%r 3 X 7 1 


Rft^ft) 



fgtrr : erTfr 


t;ra , q : 

roT^qw 






ftg w gig 

grtrrr ft. 


gn; 

srftfttet 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

grtrftrft) 

172 

00 

04 

10 

gftg 

43/731 

00 

08 

32 


23/723 

00 

02 

10 

gqfftfiqgn' wY< 

2085 

00 

-w_ 

12 

10 


[ftwi : tflf- 3101 5/49/Sa-aff. 47'CI] 

jqftw fft^, «m gfw 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2336.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. t>96, dated the 29th February, 1992 published ill the 
Gazette of India, Part-JU, Section 3 Sub-section (ii), issued 
unjfr sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th March, 1992. 

Arid whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Goernment after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user ih the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 


And further in exercise of Die powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (.() of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the rights of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from all 
encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited: 

Schedule 


Tehsil : f tipj.- District : Jaioar 3- 1:4 ; Rajasthan 


Area 

Name of Village Khasra No. Hcc- Are Centi- 

tarc are 


1 , 

2 

3. 

1. 

5. 

Jamdol i 

1.72 

00 

04 

10 

Sum.*d 

43/731 

00 

08 

. 82 


23/723 

00 

02 

10 

Jaisinghpuiia Khor 

20S 5 

00 

12 

10 
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qf ftwfr, 27 wfyn:, 1993 

fCToqTo 233 7 :~‘ftqfw ft, ftjYfftSR fthC Wfftft grtf? 

srrV'f (rjrfft ft gg#r ft wifterf w gw) sriftfim, 1902 
(1962 vr so) fvft 7 ft) gnft tww gw wfftfftgg qr$r g-g 
i) ftr arzr 3 ftr “mnr ( 1 ) ft w'iT wrr ftr gtft tnt? 
from ft 4?)Fwg ftk jrrjrfYrt sfg ftnwr ftr wlh'jwr ftwr 
W°qT° 697 ttrfw 29 T.rrrj, 19 92 1,37, ftf RTW ft ZPi'W, 

gw II, gni 3 , aw»r (ii) ft rufft-fr ft) qftr ft), ftjtfftgg ft 
gfar^q ft fftft qruRfmw firarft ft gftr-Wift, gw wfft^wr ft 
ft>TW vrnfift'f ft fafftfer ft gww ft trftmr ft wftg ft 

ggft irnw ft) ftw’tit ftr ft) ; 

sfrr trgsiftg ft) qnw) ?wgr ft) tgftw 26 grft, 

1992 ftr ggfrtff s^r ft) w) ftr ; 

sftVr gw gfftiftgg ftf trra 0 ft) grtsmt ( 1 ) ft g^tRtg 
ft gim jrrfftwfr ft ftgfw r>w< ftr gwf) Pwri i ft) $ : 

ark ftfsf)tr fi-gfiTt: m gw ftftrc tc fawrc <rit;ft ft qygp]; 

trtj gwraw M wt | fft ftr ft ftgw gsjjft) ft 

Wftfw tffft ft gftfPT ft gfa^n; gt gftn fftgr orrq: 

wr. ftftfw rtr-fiT, gW gfirfftnw ft) urrr 6 ft) ggst rrr ( 1 ) 
tfitr tTTrT ftfftwf ftr qftw orw wfft^wT ft gsrw *t^ft) 
ft fftfftffttg ^fft ft gg-ftfi m gfftnn: gfw gft) ftr ftrq'trr *67(f) 

Ii- 

j r?r srk- fft -ft?fi>r rttut, g^w -ttro ft) grqrtr ( 4 ) bitt 
rpiw uriwftf 9ir Rd'W w jq prw wf | [ft gw gfg ft 
gqfW *r.r srisgr? ftftrr rrarre ft firing yd ft snrrtj gftr 
fftroftftf ft t^w, ijftw’ «riftg 'fittftrwr fftfuig ft fir^g tr>tr 1 











[did II-ST** 3 (ii)] 


wrot dt ww: w; e, i 993 /*nfirar is,. 1015 
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fifttfrer : mTdT XRd? fwir : sidjr: dm : dPTRUd 


tffPfi-'T 


did dr Hid ’iwci 4° ■sr® mr- 

dter 


1 2 3-1 R 


•TITO 322 00 10 80 


[rfadT KIT- 3 10 1 3/49/93-^fToWT-l] 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2337.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
•f India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 697, dated the. 29th February, 1992 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-11, Section 3, Sub-section rii), issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in l.nnd) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th March; 1992; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-eection (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
roport to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired. 

And farther In exercise of the powers conferred by su 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user In the said lands shall instead of 
vesting In the Central Government, vest, free from all encum¬ 
brances, In the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: Jamua Ramgarh District : Jaipur State : Rajasthan 


Area 


Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Are 

Ccnti- 

are 

1 . 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 . 

Natata 

322 

00 

10 

80 


[No. 

R 31015/49/93 

O.R-I] 


KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


df frwfr, 27 SRgTC 1993 

<f.r°srTo 233 b:— MN totr fr, ^rfadd «frw qn;q 
mrr (*rfa if ?ftfd ft Kismt. xnfd) nftrfdmT, 19 6 2 
(isos *Pr so) (f:r?r wit rpirft <mrd -jh -'il-TNdd r.*; 
T f ; fr ft) trrcr 3 ft danra ( 1 ) ft mnd difr fit df- dp 7 
ddr-R ft ufTfr-ru arV, sn-sthq; fid far to vr "rfa^t fmi 

7 doTTfo 698 drftd 29 ’TRdft 1 932 ffRf, oft URT ft r&Wf, 

did II, tBVd 3, "J-wsa (ii) Jr smfe ftf ddf qt, q^fftdd 
ft *ir f-r'f msddrad fftsA % srfrTdrd, ddtr trfti’jddi 

A mR Jr pridf?^ rjfa if mrrfd % 'rrfbdR ft qfrd 

ft «q?r zrrcru ftr uU'tt ftr *fr : 

ift-c Tmfatr Kfa’fdnT rrftdt Mm ftr drift* 26 dfd, 
1992 T?r d'PTtrr i?Rr iff dfr fr: 

rfrt dih^tdd ip) trr<r 8 fir y-njp.r (i) % 
n rrrrd srrfmsrfr if k'K *tjpr ftr wfr ten ) ti ft : 

srK ftdfrq *R«r,R <r;r ddd fofri or frdf< d<d ft qrrrrj; 
d? ddTdFr ftf dm J Pr. w irfu^ddr Jr firm qmfff if 
fdPrfe vjfft if mnot % tifmpR fftm mb: 

trrr ftdftd wrr, gftr dWvm ftr arcr e ftr ttort ( j) 
SRt ddcr srfftrff <r>r said gr^r, qfafddr Jr ddm 
crdbdf if ^f*r if rmftr w srfiwiR dfftd hr* dr 

ftfd'dr d-Tdi § : 

d? «fh fft ftnffti fWR, 'jin urrr ftf ( 4 ) anr 

dW 5lftd.fi dT d-ffd dTd fd ftfra dff ft ft 3dfT dfrr if 
rjqfrd err trfhdR urdix if firfftar ^ff % srdrq trff 
ftamfff ir h'mt, tsftdd srifdd wmtidd ftrft^x if ffftr 
^fdr 1 

tr.T^ff 


dEJdfm dtdddrff ftdT : ddjc 7fsq ; Tr'jftdR 




dfadrdrd 

*SdRr do 



utit- 

*rfst 

1 

0 

3 

4 

5 

dlddl 

2352 

00 

23 

7 0 

qm^r 

132 

00 

00 

6 5 


209 

00 

25 

56 

yrff 

60' 

00 

09 

72 

t^TFI^T 

422 

00 

02 

Btf 


440 

00 

01 

44 


197 

00 

22 

04 

ismtrfr 

300 

00 

00 

10 

dfttfdja 

1023 

0 0 

1 4 

4'] 


1442 

ou 

09 

00 

d1d?nr 

608 

00 

0 2 

72 


511 

00 

07 

92 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

540 

00 

1 7 

10 

6 11 

Of) 

0 4 

3 2, 

flit 

09 

0 i 

1 4 

•4 71 

uo 

l 0 

J Li 

523 

00 

02 

00 


[mHT: W. V3 10 1 5/4l»/«3- dfNWiT-1] 
jiff 7 Wft, w-T7 to-tt 

New Delhi, the 27lh October, 1993 

S.O. 2338.-—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India (in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 093, dated the 29th February, 1992 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-11, Section 3, Sub-sect ton (ii), issued 
under sub-seclion (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum tr.d 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 19e>2 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
tile transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th November, 1992; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in pursuance of 
sub-section tl) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercis; of the powers conferred by 
sub scci'on tl) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user m the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
heicby acquired. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the rights of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from all 
encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited: 


SCHEDULE 


TehslI : Kotputli 

District : 

Jaipur 

State : 

Raja?tha n 

Name of Villago 

Khasra No, 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Area 

Are 

Centi- 

are 

1 

2 

3 ■ 

4 

5 

Paota 

2352 

00 

23 

76 

Pathrcdi 

132 

00 

00 

65 


209 

00 

25 

56 

Pulli 

60 

00 

09 

72 

Raghunathpura 

42fl 

00 

02 

88 


440 

00 

01 

44 

Sutidaipura 

197 

00 

22 

04 

Khadkhadl 

360 

00 

00 

10 

Goverdhanpuya 

1023 

00 

14 

40 


1442 

00 

09 

00 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Sangteda 

508 

00 

02 

72 


511 

00 

07 

92 


546 

00 

14P 

10 


641 

00 

04 

32 

Moida 

426 

00 

04 

14 


471 

(4) 

18 

36 


523 

00 

02 

00 


[No, R 31015/49/93 O.R-1] 
K.ULDTP SINGH, Under Secy . 

fe*ff, 2 7 STFJPT, 1993 

TNRTa 233 9—ft?Sf!T TRun: ft, aftr erfft* 

titt titti ('jfft ft wik % srftTOt it tristPm 

1 962 ( 1902«CT 50) (f*ft WrjH 77% 07777 TfT 7Fu^giT 
W I) ETTO 3 iff ‘77(1171 ( l) % 7Ctff<T 3>P?f «ft 77f 7T71 
77977 % 7?fftpT7 «ff7 wftw 77 ftijrPTf iff Tlftr^Tir 751T 
77 7T° G99 TITfar 29 7i777f, 1992 5177, 7f 7777 % 7UI77, 
717 II, mu* 3, WT7T (ii) if 7Rff77 ftft 77f 7f, TTfftTHT % 
7f77?7 % fifT7 7fZ77TH7 fftwrft % 77PI7;7, 777 TftPJTWr 7 
% fftfftfftsEC Vf7 if 777PT 7 ttftPPA % 7A7 % 

Tift 7177 7) 7f77T *ff ftf i 

aftt 7f*7Rt7 7(tPJ77T 7f tfmtr 773T <ft 7tfi’« 26 7P4, 

1992 7T 377*7 *Tf it mff *fr : 

aft7 3W frfhPt77 tff 7T7T 6 ftrf TOW ( 1) % 7777W 
if 70517 TTfiPMff % WtK 77+17 iff 777f f77(i ft ft | : 

3ft7 ftftftiT 7s77<. 47 W fdffi 77 fim* «fi7% %‘TVWI 
trts 77T717 77T | f¥ w wfifTplftT 7 74P7 SfftWW 

Ijfft if "47717 % wftwn: 77 W77 Pwr : 

7ft: ftMfk 77477, 747 wftlfftiPT iff 7T7T G 4?f 77STT7T 
(1) D77T mm Tfwftf irr smfq ftf, ft7 ir 

7717 vftfft if fftfftftw Kjfft ir wriffit W Wfa*iT TflTT 177ft 

«ff 7fwr ftfrtff fc; 

7T[ sftr fVr ftntfk 7TWT, W(f tJrtf iff 777171 ( 4 ) SfTT 

smnrfwfi vi nftm gpft pr 7 ? fftiw ftftf fin wr sj/flr 1 ? 
amffir 47 wfswir 77477 if fir%r -^fft ftr wq 71 ft 

fftvftirftf 7 Ipd, ^fft77 7177 WX'ftftyPT fftfftifT if 

tjfiff I 




t^7P4: fTCS 477 

f77f : 

: W4T;7 

7raT : 

7f>3177T7 

71717 417 

S7T7T7'. 


tifaTpr 


%ir7 


T'i7fr7 

1 

2 

a 

4 

3 

777PJTT 

1097 

00 

18 

3G 

71717177(^77 

127 4 

00 

02 

30 

7T77F 

854 

00 

00 

52 

Tt^TT 

3494 

Tin 

01 

44 


3517 

00 

13 

84 


[Tfsql 717- 31015/49/ 93-3lft W7-I] 
•ppftl f75, 777 
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[*tpr 3 (ii)] 


stror laas/etjitfff zb, 1315 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 


aftt rraRfatf wfa^pfr *5 vttt Vr tpor 33 

} 992 54 TlWir tiTl ft «Fft iff; 


S O. 2339.—Whereas by the notification of. the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 699, dated the 29th February, 1992 published in the 
Gazette of India, Fart-11, Section 3, Sub-section (iii, issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th March, 1992 : 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 


sfa Wt wftrfwr 'A ETT7T 6 393173 (l) % *0p77T 

Sr twr snfaunft % ¥r wqrdf font i ^ 

sfk 5 ^ trmr rpr 399 fpfii 97 faarR 777 ^ tpqpr 
mt 7JTT3UT Tfr rpn t ft? 75T SfrFJRTTT ft tPTR ttrpFfr it 
fTfafeR tjftt t RFfPt 5 ttfiPTrlX 4?r fw 'qm; 

Ret 97£nt 77TR, WT Efafim iff EfT'C 6 

( 1 ) 317T tm rrftqdf wrr mfnr tt?! 51 , 77 RFtpjRqr Jr 
Rumt RTgxfr Jr fafafire wRt it RTtfrn 5r rRt 5I7 irFirn 
riw ^Ffr 

7^ sfrt f"5 7r*ft7 77777, RXcT 3T7T tJTOTTT ( 4 ) ffpl 
77W vrftfTTt <trr77i'r 57^ gR 75 f557T *Tt|f«P 777 sjfJr 

if 797t<r 77 SlfH777 $»£PT 77777 Jf % 5547 Riff 

fteft-mt it 777, 7'f*77 RIOT 777917177 fwfn77 7 

fhf^r tfprt 1 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 ot the said Act, the Central 
Government herebv declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of the said section, the Central Government 
hereby directs that the right of user in the said lands shall 
instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from 
all encumbrances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited ; 


Schedule 


Tehsil : Vlratnayar District : Jaipur State ; Rajasthan 


Name df Village 


Kbasra No. 


Area 

Hoc- Arc Centi- 
tare are 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Jawanpuru 

1097 

00 

18 

36 

Bagawas Ahiran 

1274 

00 

02 

30 

Bhabaru 

854 

00 

00 

52 

Aantela 

3494 

00 

01 

44 


3517 

00 

15 

84 


[No. R 31015/49/93 O.R-Tj 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


Tf 27 WJ37, 1903 

37.*rr, 234 0 .--Jm*W ?rWT T if, qifrflTOTSfF: Tift* qvpj 
ftr(7 (vTfq- if TTOTT ft RfipbR 77 w) vFdfm, 1962 
( 1962 7T SO) (fvr tnrf "7% TiRTJT U77 RfafqOT 7 RT 
«T7T £) 3T7' 3 T4 77tJ17T (l) % RjpT Rtfl rpft 

71377 JR7U7 % ^rftrmr &ftr snrfaTt (hr ottr-i ftt 4,-ft^r 
Tfwt Trr.ifr, 700 tTRhff 307577 ^, 19025170 , eft rtT-t ft 
70 m, w<r 2 , mt 3 , ertw (ii) Jr wrftm 77 tr4t 4t, 
fwqtr ft TfvtqpT ft fftq- nT>xr T rf5 ^ jpfrsprr^, - JW 

■frfjFfRdr Jr otr Rfffr if fftfftffpsr qfir Sr rtoFr ft stFttpt 
ft q-shr # Rh? btiTtt tfi'T^rT sfr tfr; 




: WTrnjrr 

fjfTT 

: aprjr 

rror : 

xrerRTFr 

ThurrrmR 

WtaTT 7'. 


ifffl’TFT 


t447 

W,7‘ 

>Ttfrfre:7 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

wwpr 

5073 

00 

06 

15 


50^0/ 5637 

00 

03 

0 4 

Tfte 

133 

00 

00 

1 !) 


7S04 

00 

26 

23 


7897 

00 

22 

3 ■: 


814 2 

00 

09 

•in 


8147 

00 

19 

7 -1 


3279/6220 

00 

00 

0 0 


7926 

no 

OS 

X2 

nranfV 

106 

on 

0 0 

1 0 


177 

00 

0 fi 

0 4 


180 

00 

I 0 

0 s 

firsm 

796 

00 

07 

l 0 


514/2897 

00 

0 1 

4 1 


9 83 

0 0 

07 

2 0 

ferptyi 

1 03 4 

00 

07 

3 5 


1200 

0 0 

03 

24 


[?P!7T7VT7 3101 5 / 40 /Or-20T 17 IT- 1 ] 
R77 trNq- 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2340.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 701), dated tlx: 29lh February, 1992 pubb>hrd in the 
Gazette of India, Part-11, Section 3. Sub-section (li), issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central CavemtrrcM declared its Intention to acquire 
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•is right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
<0 that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
♦he trBnr-peit of petroleum ; 

Anil whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th March, 1992 ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance of 
sub-section 11) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
Jand specified in the Schedule appended to tjiis notification 
should bo acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hcroby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from all enoum" 
branees, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 


Schedule 


Tchsll ; Shahpura 

District : 

Jaipur State : Rajasthan 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Area 

Aro 

Ccnti- 

are 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Shahpura 

5073 

00 

06 

15 


5080/5637 

00 

05 

04 

Kant 

133 

00 

-0.9 

19 

Manoharpur 

7804 

00 

26 

28 


7897 

00 

22 

32 


8142 

00 

08 

40 


8147 

00 

19 

74 


3279/8220 

00 

00 

92 


7926 

00 

08 

82 

I.akhnec 

106 

00 

00 

10 


177 

00 

08 

04 


130 

00 

10 

97 

Nectha’a 

796 

00 

07 

10 

Hcvan 

514/2897 

00 

01 

44 

Jaoje Khurd 

933 

00 

07 

20 

urf Vishttnpura 

1034 

00 

07 

35 


1200 

00 

03 

24 


[No. R. 31015/49/93 O.R-I] 
KUI.DTP SINGH, Under Secy. 


qf fiu'.fr, 2 7 sr?'fltix, mo:) 

qrr.srr. 2.4 -n.—Stoftsr trurR %, Sr^tfonr aftr rifur Tnpt- 

'TiJH (vjfir H 'TRthr Sr wftiqrR "FT SWT) ^PlPrpr 1962 (1962 
Arr so) (p 4 % WSr T 7 TPT AA.T srMrppT UTf qaT £) AT 
trrrr 3 "ft at .tut (1) dr titt A -r-dr wra tkitr Sr 
efR fcr dim vr rmr >r;r.trr. 

701 trrth? 1932 but, sn 41m. ^rarrer *rr-r II, 

ttr 3, 3 V 3 f-j (ii) ir sniffer >rf *ft, ftftfenr Sr thrift 


% fir? <rwnvr dr nrffentf, ^ vftrg/Rrr a feu 
ftrfdfae wfe ir TRfwr Sr arlwn: S? if-F t Sr apA 
sfiWf *ft ♦tr'fciT "ft A; 

sftr tuufetf "ft rrfirat anurr ift trrftur 20 vra 

1992 t fh ATf^w nr tr iff tpft sff; 

sfh arrr arPafwr rfr am 6 utort (1) % w.-rra ij 
rriTtr irrftrarrfr if tfRrR «ft «Mr Puli * ft (f; 

-</tx tratr 4 rr rm Pun? tc fsmrx Afe Sr mnntr 
«rsj mritipt ft tot | ft: ta affirm & arrjgftt ir PrPr- 
fic? vyfFr ir ■J'cfrq Sr arfOTR an *fer Purr errq; 

it f: ^rrrrt, w wiPm # urn 0 w sj-thkt ( 1 ) 

srer sntt nrPrftr 4rr unto gr<?r tct stPt^uit ir trft wr- 
gft- 4 ftrPrfe? njfir Jf wife TO wPtoFR arftr=r 'Rif w atw 
xurfl £ 1 

sir afrr Pf ffcfttr trcr, gqn trur Sit stort (4) irt 
JTOf Slfeft ATT sftto ARft Pt?W Stft {[ fV Vjfa ir 
3 DTW qrr wTepkr $5sfhr trttr ir Prfcr p/ft Sr «nror rr*fr 
PrRPmf ir Jjto Sfeto trtoT rjrrrTfftvPT firPrir if Pr%r 5'Rr 1 


tidgxfr 


^rfrir : !triR 

Prf.Tr : TprjT ART ; TRrWFT 

♦rhr qrr mar 

tiCRTT. 

WRIitT 

{[’fTC RR «pWtT 

1 

2 

.1 

4 

5 

soar 

4793 

00 

00 

80 


5207 

00 

03 

90 


52 03 

0 0 

01 

08 


5287 

00 

00 

45 

NR| KuO 

n sj 

00 

01 

30 


2 9 2 

no 

08 

3 0 


3 00 

00 

03 

70 


f) 15 

00 

04 

1 5 


1 2.1 1 

GO 

02 

45 

r-T-'t 

t :<7 

00 

11 

20 


1 67/ 2 

no 

00 

00 

vjpjr, ^qiRlARr 

76 

on 

07 

90 


7/ 

DU 

2 1 

70 

TF-rsrrf wt pd mi 

178/20 I 

0 0 

0 1 

4 4 

aPFUTt 

1 so 

on 

Ji i 

3 0 

?t4t 

5 6 

00 

11 

3 5 


760 

00 

03 

30 


2 1 4 

no 

12 

DO 


216 

00 

04 

05 


23 1 

DO 

07 

DO 


2.7 J 

DO 

J 7 

05 


23 1 

DO 

03 

43 


23 5 

no 

03 

0 0 


239 

00 

00 

GO 


2 10 

00 

11 

15 







[inn II-^f 3 (ii)] 


nrar ut tftot : mr^sT: s, i s9 3 /vrfw^ is, ms 


3341 


1 


2 3 

4 

S 


243 

00 

08 

10 


246 

00 

08 

85 


243 

00 

12 

70 


230 

00 

23 

20 


252 

00 

00 

45 


253 

00 

05 

05 


254 

00 

02 

50 


238 

00 

00 

50 


306 

00 

07 

30 


327 

00 

03 

40 


328 

00 

03 

45 


329 

00 

06 

OS 


331 

00 

12 

50 


345 

00 

03 

65 


346 

00 

03 

85 


347 

00 

02 

15 


351 

00 

04 

25 


3 53 

00 

16 

IS 


354 

00 

01 

60 


364 

00 

03 

35 


366 

oo 

05 

40 


3 67 

00 

00 

90 


3 68 

00 

07 

75 


369 

00 

04 

10 


370 

00 

00 

70 


371 

00 

03 

10 


372 

00 

00 

50 


373 

00 

04 

15 


390 

00 

04 

85 


623 

00 

14 

94 


1036 

01 

03 

00 

srmh: 

70 

01 

80 

45 


[ffanr wr?:-3ioi5/49/93-sft nn-I] 
jprcra fas, sou: ?rfaT 


New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2341.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 701 dated the 29th February, 1992 published in the 
Gazette of India, Part-II, Sec'ion 3, Sub-section (ii). issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of I ho Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act. 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the 6aid 
Act), the Cenhal Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th March, 1992; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuance c' 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

2401 GI/93—4 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired. 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereb 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vestiig in the Central Government, vest, free from all encum¬ 
brances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

Schedule 


Tehsil : Amber District : Jaipur State : Rajasthan 


Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Area 

Arc 

Centi- 

are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Amber 

4793 

00 

00 

80 


5267 

00 

03 

96 


5268 

00 

01 

08 


5287 

00 

00 

45 

Khora Meena 

28 

00 

01 

30 


292 

00 

08 

80 


300 

00 

03 

70 


945 

00 

04 

15 


1231 

00 

02 

45 

Syari 

137 

00 

11 

20 


162/2 

00 

00 

60 

Rampura urf 

76 

00 

07 

90 

Banyawala 


77 

00 

21 

70 

Kalwar Kalan 

178/291 

oo 

01 

44 

& Khurd 

Jugalpura 

159 

00 

38 

30 

Ani 

56 

00 

11 

35 

Kukas 

760 

00 

02 

30 

Dhand 

214 

00 

12 

60 


216 

00 

04 

05 


231 

00 

07 

60 


233 

00 

17 

05 


234 

00 

05 

45 


235 

00 

03 

90 


239 

00 

10 

60 


240 

00 

11 

15 


245 

00 

08 

10 


246 

00 

08 

85 


248 

00 

12 

70 


250 

00 

23 

20 


252 

00 

00 

45 


253 

00 

05 

05 


254 

CO 

02 

50 


258 

00 

00 

50 


307 

00 

07 

30 


327 

00 

03 

40 


328 

00 

03 

45 


329 

00 

06 

05 


331 

00 

12 

50 


345 

00 

03 

65 


346 

00 

03 

85 


347 

00 

02 

15 


351 

00 

04 

25 


353 

00 

16 

15 
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l 


Z 

3 

4 

5 

Daund (OOntd.) 

3J4 


00 

01 

60 


364 


00 

03 

35 


366 


00 

05 

40 


367 


00 

00 

90 


368 


00 

07 

75 


369 


00 

04 

10 


370 


00 

00 

70 


371 


00 

03 

10 


372 


00 

00 

50 


373 


00 

04 

15 


390 


00 

04 

85 

Labatia 

625 


00 

14 

94 

Acbrol 

1036 


01 

03 

00 

Lakher 

70 


01 

80 

45 


(No. R-31015/49/93 O.R-IJ 

KULDIP KfNGH, Under Secy. 

RffWr, 27 wr^n:, 1993 

f.T.trr. 2342Rrnrr if, 'TjrPrTR wfr wPnr TTfr 
rmr'r (rfftr if 3WR $ afenriT wf) •a?trmcr, 1932 

( 1962 >6T SO) (f'RT TfTfT 7TT TJT RqT 

jf) wfr trn 3 nfr ^striTr ( 1 ) wsfor ~ri( 5?r 1 i*fr rnTRTm.'K 

•f 'tfffe'R aflr »fa r'hvtt nff RfirjRRr w-rr ur.Rr. 

702 'TRUT 29 9TRfi', 1992 SiTr, Rf RTT £ vriR TI, 

»<t a, iwn (ii) ir snrwr vr *roV «fr, R^'fiTRR^ Tfr^sr $■ 

far RHWiipr srfr.'Ritf, m ^rwyT^r ir *rR*r rr’^'Y 

if Tjfa if ^TrfTTT % Rftrm •£ R-07 £ RqT Him «Pi 

W«rr Tfi «fr; 

sftr Trv<r%?r Rfa^nrr tfr jrftrcrt trot sif otto* 26 Ri^f, 
1992 <p'r '3 ’tvrh unr $f r4y «rr; 

arlr 3-43 flflrfmR vf ava 0 <fr treatt ( 1 ) $ wrrtot 

qf TWR Rifwifr if R WR f?f W Mi f W?! 

sfk %RTiR RTCR 93 393 M3 T6 faRR RRif 4? T79T3 
fmi9 5'r | f« 39 Rirjrrt % rotr RRjffr if Mr. 

ftsr 9jftr if 3<TTff % «r»m RT Rsfa fmr Tto I 

ROT fcfiR rp.TIT, RRT RfafaRR nfiETRT 6 *pi" 3RRiTr (l) 
SHI STSR VTfaOTTT 93 JTOTR TR Jt RR R.RfRRT if RRJR 
RR-'R,' if »jf*T if TTT,'■!' ‘AT RfHVIT R'f 79 9R4 Rf 

«fiWr vcir 

R$ RT fi-' fofiV RTMT, 3RT ETi'TT Tf RWITF ( 4 ) sr«J 
5 RTT fffrf TTf 93 3974 TT^ Jtf RJ Wf §Ri' | fa 344 9 W if 
TTTiT 9"f wfariT %RtiR Rom if flrflpr u>3 % sr'rcr ^«f,- 
fif^lfr ir ^93, T'fifRR RTRR 8:M'*»IR T%iHRT if firlijR ? V |'nT I 


R?Ri'R : R?r'i'T f ;tt : rt-tt RrTR : xt ;rto 7 


RtT'PrRTR 

sm; R . 

t«T 

«fcrrnr 

R(T Rrf 

-1?< 

1 

2 

3 

4 

S 

R.W 

401 

00 

05 

0 1 


722 

00 

06 

84 


937 

" 00 

04 

14 


1 

Z 

3 

4 

5 


968 

00 

09 

90 


1041 

00 

00 

36 

R?fV 

2083 

00 

13 

68 

TTTff Tgrff 

2 S 

00 

04 

32 

TfqT'ajrr 

491 

00 

01 

17 

^'Ty > < wnr 

884 

00 

04 

32 

w 

53 

00 

41 

04 


293 

00 

02 

88 

9?;Rrtt tit^ 

121 

00 

01 

02 


122 

00 

05 

70 


123 

00 

09 

00 


127 

00 

03 

10 

<fitT.T 

579 

00 

05 

10 


929 

00 

08 

28 


1116 

00 

00 

80 

flTORT 

59 

00 

02 

40 


60 

00 

07 

92 


61 

00 

1 1 

52 


65 

00 

43 

56 


70 

00 

02 

60 


71 

00 

20 

16 


75 

00 

12 

40 


193 

00 

12 

24 


194 

00 

04 

50 


195 

00 

03 

06 


196 

00 

00 

72 


266 

00 

10 

26 


270 

00 

00 

98 


271 

00 

07 

88 


272 

00 

07 

92 


273 

00 

00 

50 


275 

00 

00 

80 


276 

00 

00 

24 


278 

00 

04 

78 


279 

00 

06 

24 


2SI 

00 

04 

48 


282 

00 

0 4 

48 


290 

00 

1 1 

28 


291 

00 

01 

40 


299 

00 

00 

08 


301 

00 

06 

04 


302 

00 

09 

00 


305 

00 

13 

50 


70/432 

00 

16 

7 5 


271/461 

00 

03 

60 

^TTf 

254 

00 

00 

96 


255 

00 

01 

98 


257 

00 

18 

90 


260 

00 

05 

08 


261 

00 

12 

96 


268 

00 

27 

OO 


270 

00 

15 

12 

j.— r .. 
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vffairr rrt*TT 


*rrtn tt trrrcr •. wfht 6, 1993/wfro is, 1 9i s 


.2. . . 

, . .3. . . 

.4 . 

, 5 

1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

281 

00 

21 

06 

•Ftftrcri st-rr 


663 

00 

00 

30 

282 

00 

00 

78 



664 

00 

15 

12 

284 

00 

11 

16 



665 

00 

01 

00 

285 

00 

05 

94 



674 

00 

00 

60 

328 

00 

18 

00 



675 

00 

15 

84 

330 

00 

18 

90 



677 

01 

01 

00 

343 

00 

06 

12 



678 

00 

06 

48 

344 

00 

12 

96 



292/775 

00 

00 

80 

345 

00 

12 

06 



292/776 

00 

04 

3 2 

484 

00 

12 

96 

iotr- ? irrfiiWR 

222 

00 

01 

08 

487 

00 

14 

04 







314/577 

00 

02 

02 



22.1 

00 

05 

94 







224 

00 

06 

84 







225 

00 

06 

84 

231 

00 

00 

72 



226 

00 

05 

04 

232 

00 

12 

10 



227 

00 

06 

12 

233 

00 

07 

20 



228 

00 

04 

86 

237 

00 

21 

92 



229 

00 

00 

84 

238 

00 

03 

08 



214 

00 

07 

20 

239 

00 

10 

80 



2.3 7 

00 

11 

20 

240 

00 

00 

90 



. .238 

. 00 

12 

48 

248 

00 

17 

10 



241 

00 

02 

24 

251 

00 

02 

80 



• 242 ' 

00 

00 

96 

252 

00 

3 9 

06 



.254 

00 

05 

04 

253 

00 

00 

06 



255 

00 

02 

88 

272 

00 

11 

16 



256 

00 

02 

88 

275 

00 

1 1 

16 

• - - 


271. 

do 

09 

72 

278 

00 

10 

80 



.272 

00 . 

• -00 

84 

282 

00 

05 

22 



273 

00 

12 

24 

292 

00 

11 

16 



1377 

00 

08 

82 

293 

00 

00 

80 



1378 

00 

09 

00 

465 

00 

06 

12 



1396 

00 

1 l 

88 

466 

00 

08 

28 



1397 

00 

22 

86 

467 

00 

01 

44 













1403 

00 

17 

82 

468 

00 

10 

26 







522 

00 

05 

04 



1423 

00 

15 

12 

523 

00 

02 

70 



1425 

00 

1 S 

3 0 

527 

00 

08 

82 



1427 

00 

04 

00 

528 

00 

10 

26 



1428 

00 

06 

88 

530 

00 

01 

44 



1429 

00 

10 

00 

562 

00 

00 

18 



1431 

00 

03 

90 

563 

00 

05 

04 



143 2 

00 

14 

40 

564 

00 

09 

54 



143 4 

00 

01 

08 

565 

00 

02 

34 



143 5 

00 

02 

88 

613 

00 

05 

58 



1396/1946 

00 

09 

18 

615 

00 

11 

52 



143 2/ 1997 

00 

00 

32 

616 

00 

02 

1 6 







620 

00 

06 

12 



[TSIf 5TT-J 1015/49/9 J-STT. 

RfT* l] 

621 

00 

03 

16 




qTtrfr'T f€?, wit gfw 

63 8 

00 

07 

20 







639 

00 

00 

32 


New 

Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 


640 

00 

10 

80 







64 1 

00 

0-8 

28 

S.O. 2342.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 




of India in the Ministry, of Petroleum 

and Natural Gas No. 

642 

00 

02 

44 

S.O. 702, 

dated 

the 29th February, 

1992 published 

m the 

643 

00 

00 

84 

Gazette of 

India, 

Part-II, Section 3, 

Sub-section tii), issued 





under sub-section 

(1) of section 3 

of the 

Petroleum and 






3344 THE GAZETTE OF MDIa : NOVEMBER 6, 1993/KARTIKA 15, 1915 [Part H—Sec. 3(ii)] 


Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act), the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of petroleum ; 

And whereas copies of the Gazette notification has been 
made available to the public on the 26th March, 1992; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in persuauce of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government ; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
suh-sectior. <J) of section 6 of the sail Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification are 
hereby acquired. 

And furihef in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the rights of user in tho said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government vest, free from all encum- 


brances, In the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

Schedule 

Tehsil: Bahrot 

' District: Alwar 

State : Rajasthan 


Name of Village Khasra No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Area 

Are Centi- 

are 

1 

2 

3 


4 

5 

Sasedi 

401 

00 


05 

04 


722 

00 


06 

84 


937 

00 


04 

14 


968 

00 


09 

90 


1041 

00 


00 

36 

Guntl 

2083 

00 


13 

68 

KaliPahadi 

25 

00 


04 

32 

Kalyanpura 

491 

00 


01 

17 

Jalnpu was 

884 

00 


04 

32 

Nagla Rundh 

53 

00 


41 

04 


293 

00 


02 

88 

Kolila Rabad 

121 

00 


01 

02 


122 

10 


05 

76 


123 

GO 


09 

00 


127 

00 


03 

10 

Kankar 

579 

00 


05 

10 


929 

00 


08 

28 


1116 

00 


00 

80 

Shimla 

59 

00 


02 

40 


60 

00 


07 

92 


61 

00 


11 

52 


65 

00 


43 

56 


70 

00 


02 

60 


71 

00 


20 

16 


75 

00 


12 

40 


193 

00 


12 

24 


194 

00 


04 

50 


195 

00 


03 

06 


196 

00 


00 

72 


1 


Shimla (Contd.) 


Belni 


Kolila Sanga 


2 

3 

4 

5 

266 

00 

10 

26 

270 

00 

00 

98 

271 

00 

07 

88 

272 

00 

07 

92 

273 

00 

00 

50 

275 

00 

00 

80 

276 

00 

00 

24 

278 

00 

04 

78 

279 

00 

06 

24 

281 

00 

04 

48 

282 

00 

04 

48 

290 

00 

11 

28 

,291 

00 

01 

40 

299 

00 

00 

08 

301 

00 

06 

04 

302 

00 

09 

00 

305 

00 

13 

50 

70/432 

00 

16 

75 

271/461 

00 

03 

60 

254 

00 

00 

96 

255 

00 

01 

98 

257 

00 

18 

90 

260 

00 

05 

08 

261 

00 

12 

96 

268 

00 

27 

00 

270 

00 

15 

12 

281 

00 

21 

06 

282 

00 

00 

78 

284 

00 

11 

16 

285 

00 

05 

94 

328 

00 

18 

00 

330 

00 

18 

90 

343 

00 

06 

12 

344 

00 

12 

96 

345 

0 0 

12 

06 

484 

00 

12 

96 

487 

00 

14 

04 

344/577 

00 

02 

02 

231 

00 

00 

72 

232 

00 

12 

10 

233 

00 

07 

20 

237 

00 

21 

92 

238 

00 

03 

08 

239 

00 

10 

80 

240 

00 

00 

90 

248 

00 

17 

10 

251 

00 

02 

80 

252 

00 

39 

06 

253 

00 

00 

96 

272 

00 

11 

16 

275 

00 

11 

16 

276 

00 

10 

80 

282 

00 

05 

22 

292 

00 

11 

16 

293 

00 

00 

80 

465 

00 

06 

12 

466 

00 

08 

28 

467 

00 

01 

44 

468 

00 

!0 

26 

522 

00 

05 

04 

523 

00 

02 

70 

527 

00 

08 

82 

528 

00 

10 

26 

530 

00 

01 

44 





3345 


[wq Il-mr 3 (ii)] 


qq THTW: TWT 3, 1993/37^ 13, 1915 


1 


Kollla Sanga 
(Contd.) 


Talwad Sarblland 
Motnanpur 


2 

3 

4 

5 

562 

00 

00 

18 

563 

00 

05 

04 

564 

00 

09 

54 

565 

00 

02 

34 

613 

00 

05 

58 

615 

00 

11 

52 

616 

00 

02 

16 

620 

00 

06 

12 

621 

00 

03 

16 

633 

00 

07 

20 

639 

00 

00 

32 

640 

00 

10 

80 

641 

00 

03 

28 

642 

00 

02 

44 

643 

00 

00 

64 

663 

00 

00 

36 

664 

00 

15 

12 

665 

00 

01 

00 

674 

00 

00 

60 

675 

00 

15 

84 

677 

00 

01 

00 

678 

00 

06 

48 

292/775 

00 

00 

80 

292/776 

00 

04 

32 

222 

00 

01 

08 

223 

00 

05 

94 

224 

00 

06 

84 

225 

00 

06 

84 

226 

00 

05 

04 

227 

00 

06 

12 

228 

00 

04 

86 

227 

00 

00 

84 

234 

00 

07 

20 

237 

00 

11 

20 

238 

00 

12 

48 

241 

00 

02 

24 

242 

00 

00 

96 

254 

00 

05 

04 

255 

00 

02 

88 

256 

00 

02 

88 

271 

00 

09 

72 

272 

00 

06 

84 

273 

00 

12 

24 

1377 

00 

08 

82 

1378 

00 

09 

00 

1396 

00 

11 

88 

1397 

00 

22 

86 

1403 

00 

17 

82 

1423 

00 

15 

12 

1425 

00 

15 

30 

1427 

00 

04 

00 

1428 

00 

06 

88 

1429 

00 

10 

00 

1431 

00 

03 

90 

1432 

00 

14 

40 

4134 

00 

01 

08 

1435 

00 

02 

88 

1396/1946 

00 

09 

18 

1432/1977 

00 

00 

32 


[No. R-31015/49/93-O.R.I] 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

S.O. 2343.—In the notification of the Government of India 
In the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. S.O. 1134, 
dated the 29th May, 1993 published in the Gazette of India, 
Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) at page 1576, in the third 
line of first paragraph for “S.O. 43" read “S.O. 47". 

[No. R-31015/34/93-OR-I] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 

wfaq* 

af fwsfr, 27 nx^rx, 1993 

•Pi.rn. 2344 —frcftr xtxwtx it, ‘ftfrfJrtnrtrfktsrfaxqmxrr«rq 
(trfo *r sqtfPr wfimrx nr unfa) qfafwq, 1902 (1932 
tt so) (fair sxq xifa qiqrT TfT ttrfarflwT infr xqr 0 ) qft 
ttm 0 xnrrxr (1) St wetot qrxr irr 4$ -a ret nxT.rx * 
4frPm wtx qnpRrqt tfq *faprr “A nfsrjtRT 4, qtr.nT. 

3185, 43 »f!X 4 5 Errfl® 16 ftrrtTt, 1991, 4T5 IRT tlft 

stKff 3 r xrqq*, «rnr II, shr 3, xmfx (ii) % qqin 1^1 imr 

4980 ft 4982, 71 % 75 aftt 80 & 82 41 JpfTfitPf 

jS «fr, 4? xrqqr qfr *ir q?t ^ftfsrqq % qFx<r?q is fax qmxt^ 
farart % 44iapr ftrii xqq tTfa^xr Jr ffafq tpr^ir Jr ftfa- 
fed sj_Pt if uqtfra fr ttFEmx trr tfax fatrr Jfrrr 1 

afk forte mqrrx 4r eitpt 4 45 war w $ fa xr^qtr 
Jr 344 wfary^rr tim <nr.*rr. 1124, 1127 «ftx 1129 

ttlfiW 28 Wfcf, 1993, <JC5 ftW 1572 % 1574 IX JmiPT 
it qirtr rfatft 'flf-m xfc'Tf JX; gf % ; 

w?r: m, forte ironrr, xxt qFarfirtrJT efr tno a fr 
xrqEnxr (1) tki win nrffTir nr trite itfa ft, 

% 139m tFOj'fr «Pr fact tmx 4 tfuiYenr «rrx«ft t *r«rif[ :— 

1, ftr.WT. 1124—ftS ftaqT 1572 3r *rf^ »tpt 4 
3N< fo- 

(i) qftft 23 xx fir<f •ati'i Rxrf 4! writr q-x 'tfrt, [forf 
if 1 

2. w.WT. 1 i 27 -- < f s 3 imr 1573 $ trrtf qrq it ottxh— 

(i) qfter 4 qxfaf ' 70 ' $ Rrr 4 qx ' 75 ' qf 1 

(ii) <tfar 5 it M '9 axtfxt, 1997’ wrx qx ‘4 
^rrxt, 1992 ’ qf 1 

(iii) qfar e xx f<rtf '43’ % otit qx ‘43’ qf 1 

(iv) 'tfw 7 qx Prf '1 ferjsrx 199' % ntn qx 'ia 
ftrrwrx 1991’ qf 1 

3. qn.RT. 1127 - -^simr 1573 % xri^t unr Jr dm fo- 

(i) Tfai 9 qx ‘77’ >tr x*tpt qx '72’ qf 1 

(ii) qfan 11 qx fair ' 7 s’ qt wnr qx ' 73 ’ qf 1 

(iii) qfor 12 qx 'xq nwiRr’ % wpt qx 'qx 
’yixripn’ qf 1 

(iv) qfar 14 qx '78’ f Wixr TX ' 73 ' qf I 

(v) qfar 16 qx fsnf '79' fr to qx '74’ qf 1 

(vi) "tfar is qx Pw 1 ‘79’ ft tFqrx qx '74’ qf 1 

(vii) qfar 19 qx 'OTfrjx’ nrrx qx 'wrcfljx' 
srtx 'wfrjx' % omr qx 'errfrjx' qf 1- 


KULDIP SINGH. Un d«r Secy. 


(viii) tffaq 21 qx Pri ‘79’ ^ wtx qx '74' qf 1 
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’a amcsK -s - ■ — —.■ - , — . . , -- -- - - 

( 9 ) ftfiT 22 «rc fftl ‘2295' % m t< *224/s’ t? i New Delhi, the 28th October, 1993 


(10) ftffti 21 97 fW W % Wl T7 9? t 

4, 99.BT 1 129-'f : 5rtffl9T 1574 57 qrfifft V7T1 ft ifftl 1 
97 fift ViTri'TTR' ft 7B7T 97 'ftkmT' q$ I 

95 ark urm, tt.t nfsriftmn ftr airr 6 *pV nvartr 
( 4 ) srra sum urfftTif nr sr-ft^r 9 , 7 ft jq, Pror fttr t ft. 
qpRT vftr % 399t9 9>T 5TfiTT.Tr fttfiTT TT79K if fft%T $tft ft 

9»rq, ’oh ft ipr jfmr, ffw9 arfm 9rr7ir'7fl9 fate* 

if fafttr 5)47 1 

[ftrrr-BK-3i 015 / 34/93 «f flrt -i] 
J'TT.'t fftjr, tttt nfftn 

9$ fear, 23 Brjar, 1993 

99. wr. 23 45-— ftusnr rnsTt ft! 95 niftf gftaT | fti 

fttlffET if 9* BT47 79 $ ft: 9ftrTrr? TfJ4 if ITT4 RTJTT 

(ftrarc) qrarf ft unr to, ftcrr tri? ant ftftr tee ft sfca^r 
ft SETtlTlft 9991999 9401 ft faq 9194199 ftf.9t .41. q?T . farfaft* 
rro, fftft 99 ft ft«r< 91919991 mvrftTXkr fafftis ft it 9 if 
4-791 4,'i-rrr nr, Prar( 9rq : 

ark ftmiW uter ftt 95 9919 Kirn S ft qftl qrFimrft 
41 r9 ft nfnnr ft fftq % vvmv ft ft 99 nfftqppir 

ft 99R3 9^791 if 4f°T4 if 97717 ft wftlWT 93 999 

fftqr wq ; 

W9, ftffi9 TTCRT, ^flTT ifrc IjiftT TlfTTTlR 
(yfy ft 99911 ft Bfaarrc tu wi) Bfufim, iwo2 (1962 
«m 50) ftt urn 3 ftf 3 WRT (1) am srrn ur 7 fT.fi nr 

irfm 9,kt Jq, 9Rft 99919 ft HTfsTPR 91 BT9 9R9 ft B9ft 
imm ftf ftfmi 9777 ft |; 

wr rrq.qftr if tM ijfft if fft-m ftrf srfti 99 nfft 

ft, f9ffft 9179 ft 714199 if T9199 if in xn wwqftn ftf 

n-Rrrf ururm tret 91 ctt; a 9171 ftr m«f ft, 21 fftr ft 
vfpR, ‘Tift Tlffl ft ufsHK 91 HIT 91 ’fpT ft 9lfTTfoT 

ftgift ft 499 ft wrftl faffttr 99 ft ft' ~9.f9. fulfil, 
71119 arfjEifr, fti.fr.fr.qi. fftriTn, 79 9999 (fi»nr), 

ftin ft. 2, 19(9 ft. 5, 9TT0T 9917, f'191 719911 - 41 020 6 

9?t «59 Tlftll I 




9gftrTT-9rr9rj7 

f ft IT-77795 


7T99-9^Rrr? 

BT9 99 9T9 

999 / 
99TW19T 

fftwrft. 

ft* 

|9.ft7 BT7 ftftrtrn: 

1 

2 

3 

■4 

5 6 

ffftltl 

8 

•8 WP9 

00 

02 25 


8 

2BT9 

00 

03 00 


8 

1 B79 

00 

02 90 


7 

6 mm 

00 

01 15 


[ 99 .ft. 5 ITt "310 ! 5/9/0 l j ftf 5 lk"II] 
57T#T9 fftf, W97 71P9W 


S.O. 2345.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest 
that for the transport of Naphatha from Village 
Mahul (Chembur), Bombay to Vil age Kaira, District 
Raigad in the State of Maharashtra, pipelines for on¬ 
wards and return stream by the CPPL Limited, for¬ 
merly known as Chembur Patalganga Pipelines 
Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying such pipelines, it is 
necessary to acquire for right of user in the lands 
described in the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefpre, in exercise of ihe powers confer¬ 
red by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby declares its intention to acquire the 
right of user therein; 

Any person Interested in the land described in the 
said Schedule may wiihin 21 davs from the da*e on 
which the copies of this notification, as published in 
the Gazette of India, are made available to the Gene¬ 
ral public, object in writing to the acquisifio i of the 
right of user therein or laying of the pipeline under 
the land to Shri S. S. Deshmuch, Comnetent Autho¬ 
rity, CPPL Limited, New Panvel (CTDCO). Sector 
No, 2, Plot No. 5, Ground Floor, Distiict Raigad- 
410206;— 

SCHEDULE 


Tohsil ; Khalapur District : Raigad State : Maharashira 

,r 


Name of Village 

S.No./ Hissa 


Area 



Gat. No. 

No. 

Hectare 

Arc 

Centiarj 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

Telegapp 

8 6 part 

00 

02 

25 

8 2 part 

00 

03 

00 


8 1 part 

00 

02 

90 


7 6 part 

00 

01 

35 


[F.No. R-31015/9/91-OR-irf 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


99.BT. 2346.-97397 777997 99 9| 9919 ftkT ? t 

fft fthfififfT ft 95 309999. $ fft 9.p 79? 7779 ft 9T9 9]§TT 

(ftrarr), H^rf ft 9m ftrr, Lmr -.etts 9i> ftmr ft qf-rraa 
ft !79f99tft 999PT99 99TJJ1 ft {9^,97X99199 ftf.ftf ftf.qTT 
fftfftSr Birr, fftft 9?tft 4pr7 qrnTsri.9r 97979079 firfuft* ft 
9T9 ft UfRT 9TT97 97, fiT29^ 9rq I 

sfk 7m;r7 ftf 9^ 9919.1(197 i ft TrxrrnfT 
fysif ^rft ft 99799 ft fftq 9? 979W* k fit Vft 9fft E99T ft 
■^9T9¥ ^ 9fftrr Bfft ft ^pfhi ft srfsnrrr ur w^9 

fiR9T UTTg ; 

__ bt, ftTjfri F^.k,3fici_,9r5®titer 4519 ..ft 
^99>r ft Bfirm 99 Bfsrfft99, 1902 ( 1962 99 so) 

*) trm 3 v 39 W (']) arrr 95 « trfftiTf itr trftw 

«rrft T99>T ft BftPCTr' 99 TEXT 9.7ft ft Bqft minT ft! 

TEofr ^ ; 
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[TPrII»-3, («)1 


TO TT 1903/imftr* 15,1913- 


aro if =rf&rar qjfr if ffT^a Tfrl. »Tfro to frrfw, 

ft, f «r‘; to % 'tort ft tot smftrff *T nfa^TOT f) 
sfimt tteitto toot wrr tout to tff ainfr f, 21 fro £ 
’fiHr, tot ttom % TFriTO to ttt m ^jfir if TunTTro 
i>®rf % TTJ if Hr#I fTpTT TO if >qf TT. TT. TOUT, 

msur sriftraTf, tfr.'fr.'ft.gT. fafcrir, ^ ttIt (fftrrr) 

#-|2T OfTT T. 5, TTJ“? TOR, FTOT TOTT*-410206 
■Pi' *X T^TT I 




T 5 TTOT- - TO^T 

fTTT-WT^ 


TITO-TOTTO? 

HTT 44 TIT 

TOT./ %TI 




fax ttx (f'^hrtx 

1 

2 3 

4 5 6 

TTTOTTr 

82 1 

00 02 (, 50 


And whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying such pipelines, it is ne¬ 
cessary to acquire the right of user in the lands des¬ 
cribed in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confer¬ 
red by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Mmera's Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby deciarcs its intention to acquire the 
right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the 
sa : d Schedule may within 21 days from the date on 
which the copies of this notification, as published in 
the Gazette of India, are mate available to the general 
publ'c, object in writing to the acquisition of the right 
of user therein or laying of the pipeline under the land 
to Shri S. S. Deshmukh, Competent Authority, CPPL 
Limited, New Panvel (CIDCO) Sector No. 2, Plot 
No. 5, Ground Floor, District Raigad 410206 :— 

SCHEDULE 


[atT-T. 1UT~3t013/l/93-TrTn.-lI] 
•pf-m fa, wax wfor 

New Delhi, the 28th October, 1993 

S O. 2346.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest 
that for the transport Naphtha from Village Mahul 
(Chcmbu:), Bombay to Village Kaira, District Raigad 
in the State of Maharashtra, pipelines for onward and 
return stream should be laid by the CPPL Limited 
formerly known, as Chember Patalganga Pipelines 
Limited. 


Tchsil—Panvel 

District—Raigad 

State—Maharashtra 

Name of village. 

S.No./ Hissa. 


Area. 



Gat No. Hectare 

Are 

Cent. 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

Ajivali 

62 1 

00 

02 

53 


[F.No. R-31015/1 /93-OR-II] 
KULDIP SIM3II, UnLr Secy 


4$ 29 1993 

TO TO. 2347.—TOTO2 ^'Vfvm 3fk ('ijfT *1 3TOrPT % STfriTOP TO TT#r) STfil- 

fTTOT, 1962 ( 1962 TO 50) (fftJt ^4% TOTO3T 3TO WfafTTOT TOTT TOTF |) 4?) OT3J 3 4?) TOTPT ( l) % TrifPr 

to^I wf, toto ^rtro^ % ^rfronr aflr TOfdroP ffcr rtotot 4?t stFse^tott *f. to.to. 3109 qrftir 17 ttto, 1990 

srrr %wr ^'tfrow ^rorret % % fro; Tr^roriTT firepr % ?rfb' i jTTr 4" ttn if fTfyfq^ 

vjftr Jr grrrir % toFetoptw % srsfa % ayri) tottoto 4?t qftaro q?r «ff; 


afk ^4TT tft SffJplf TOTOT 4?1 TOffa 17 1-990 4?T 3TOTTO 4TRT tftT? «ft; 

sto tot srfafaror tott s qfrwira (1) % stottot 4 *renr srTTTOd ft %?stT ttctot to trofr fvff'i 

srk fafax totot ft, w fcfr? to: from; TOft % totot w qfj^TTT ft t-tto 4 faf-rFS i*t Jr 

grpfPT % wftTTOR TO 4*24 TO" fftfftTTOT fTOTT 

tot:, %3jfpr totot, tto xrfvrfhTOT snrr 6 to totott (■ l) sror toh 5ifF=riff to totto 

^ i_ fa w yffec’nT Jr rtot to^O Jr Mhte qjfct Jr % TrftrTOT to Ptoit totf 
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sfa: ark far sw sett sTgrcr (4) jtct snm wfaTrf «bt setEt jr, f% &fr 

$ ft? vjfat *f sttEt nfwic %?3fEr it&xk $ far%r ann*r wft ftpsnnff % ^ Mbl* 

*r f# 5>rr:— 

«R^ 


tnpfW'—fafW—rf*f WR f^TT 7TW—*T?RESJ 


trm "TPr 

e. 1 

mr *r. 





wr 


k&rr 



1 

2 


3 


4 

5 

6 

7 


63 

0 

*TFr 

265 

5TET 

00 

01 

35 


12 

25 

^tet 

263 

*tet 

00 

01 

90 


12 

25 

WET 

263 

«TET 

00 

01 

90 


64 

0 

EFT 

261 

5TET 

00 

03 

00 


12 

25 

*TET 

263 

*tft 

00 

00 

90 


74 

0 

■APT 

260 

-ret 

00 

00 

25 


12 

25 

*tET 

263 

VTFT 

00 

00 

90 




*TPT 

263 

«tet 

00 

00 

06 


64 

0 


261 

VET 

00 

00 

08 


64 

0 

*TFT 

263 

VTET 

00 

00 

09 


64 

0 

wr 

315 

VTET 

00 

00 

27 


64 

0 

KPT 

313 

VtEI 

00 

02 

20 







00 

12 

90 


[<n. ^r. qrr—31015/1/91—ert.TPC.II] 

f%5» a 


New Delhi, the 29th October, 1993 

S.O. 2347.—Whereas by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum 
and Natural Gas, No. S.O. 3109, dated the 17th 
November 1990, issued under sub-section (1) cf sec¬ 
tion 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Ac¬ 
quisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose cf lay¬ 
ing Pipelines for the transport of Naphtha|Petroleum 
Products; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette Notifi¬ 
cation were made available to the public on the 17th 
day of November, 1990; 

And whereas the Competent Authority in pursu¬ 
ance of sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act 
has made his report to the Central Government- 

And whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the 
right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confer¬ 
red by sub-section (1) of the section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification are hereby acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of the said section, the Central Gov¬ 


ernment hereby directs that the right of user in the 
said lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Gov¬ 
ernment, vest in the CPPL Limited free from all en¬ 
cumbrances; 

SCHEDULE 


Tchsil : Kurla Dlsdct ; Bombay Suburban State : Maha- 

District rashtia 


Name of 
Village 

S.No./ 
Gat No. 

Hisasa CTs No. 

No. 

Heel. 

Area 

Are Cnet. 

1 

2 

3 4 

5 

6 

7 

Anik 

63 

0 part 265 part 

00 

01 

35 


12 

25 part 263 part 

00 

01 

90 


12 

25 part 263 part 

00 

01 

90 


64 

0 part 261 part 

00 

03 

00 


12 

25 part 263 part 

00 

00 

90 


74 

0 part 260 part 

00 

00 

25 


12 

25 part 263 part 

00 

00 

90 


Road 263 part 

00 

00 

06 


64 

0 part 161 part 

00 

00 

03 


64 

0 part 263 part 

00 

00 

09 


64 

0 part 315 part 

00 

00 

V 


64 

0 part 313 part 

00 

02 

20 




00 

12 

90 


[F. No. R-31015/1/91-O.R. II] 


KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 
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[<rnT II— gry 3(ii) J dror 9d Tram : w*ct a, i993/*rftpn 13 , 1913 


df ftfa, 29 dd^dd, 1993 

R 

fr.-CTT. 23 48 :—fad dWTr d ftft fadd fa fapr dTFT- 

anTd (ijfd Oddtd % farm 9d fad) qfdfddd, 1962 

( 1962 TT so) (fa dfa dfa IHIIJ Odd d fe fd dd 9 HJT ddT 
|) torn 3 fff Oddm (1) % erfar drft iff ’if irrro 

anm % fa dTfffPF fa fama *Y dfdg/ddT d. 

dd.dr. 3093 falhd 17 #|T, 1990 fa fan % fad (!4 

% fi-in dnsdHitia f 4 diM *6 ho'V-so iv' 1 4 '■ dfusc'm r it fphn 
tmuft if faftfro tjflr if odfa ^ nfimr ^ fad % afa 
errurd fff farr iff «ft; 

fa 'odd mddftrd trftrfddr sft irffart dddr Tt arr^rw 
17 nd*rt:, 1990 d?r yrnwi) dm tft »r^ «ff; 

fa odd dfirfddd iff trim 6 iff owm (1) % d^rcd 
if own srrfiwrff if fad frwir d?r faf fat * if 

fa fafptr nWTT it odd ftfa dr ffan; dmf * wnq; 

dd nfirg^nTT n tfar if PrPrfw ijfd if oddtr % 

trftnrrc vr win fa 90 fVffad far t; 

srn:, Wa ottt, odd ^faffa aff taro e iff Odmrr 
(1) am sum vrffaff do sufpr dfa jtt) ^ dlddT «PT?fr $ fa 
*«■ fat y w r if afamr t^^ff if ftrftfar ij;fd if oddtd % 
nfamt drr fad fadr wtt 

fa d$ fa fa fad Rdfa odd ura iff odum (4) 
am srarr faddf do afar *fa gd, dg ffar fa fc fa ?pi 
'& * ofad dd ufan.T fad fafa if fafgd gfir ^f dd.d 
fat ftafaff if ijdd fa fa dt. fa. faffa* if fdfar fau— 


And whereas the Comeptent Authority in pursuance of 
sub-section (1) ot section 6 of the said Act lias made h ; s 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government has. _fter consider¬ 
ing the said report, decided to acquire the right of user in 
(he lands specified in the Schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
lands specified in the Schedule appended to th's notification 
are hereby acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest in the CPPL Limited free from all 
encumbrances : 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil—Panvel District— Ralgad State—Maharashtra 


Name of village Survey/ Hissa Area 

No. No. Hcct. Are Cent. 

1 2 F' 4 5 F 


Shedung 114 2(1) part 00 03 90 


[F.No. R-31015/7/91-OR-II] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Sccy. 


TO* 

ffar-rrm,!* - mdd— wti«5 


ttpr "fir in W 
tffafi 


fiprr »f. fa 


farr strr 


1 2 3 4 5 6 

ffa 114 fal 2(l) 00 03 90 


[itT.^f. «K-3 101 5/7/9 1—afT (TR.-I)] 

frpffT ftnf, wrr far 


New Delhi, the 29th October, 1993 

S.O. 2348.—Whereas by the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
No. S O. 3093 dated the 17th November, 1990 issued under 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962) (hereinafter teferred to as the said Act), the 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire the 
right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of Naptha; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification 
were made available to the public on the 17th day of 
November, 1990. 

2401 GI/93—3, 


fttfa, 29 1993 

FTt.tRT. 2349:—IK3K % ^tffcprd wffa dlTd- 
'TTfd (*JpT ft ufa'i qftPFTT 94 fad) WfuRotU, 19C2 
( 1962 %T 50) (fa% tfa 4Pdl?I Odd faffat 44T 
>) 95) OTd 3 *Pt 3WTT (l) % fad gfa 9?T 
jmdT % Q^iRota s(V< smpfddi fa faraq 9>t fa^ddT *t. 
9d.W. 3086 faldf 17 49*93 1990 0m fair 9?f 'tfanfT 

% MIVlM l^ rl fapf % faipfa Odd fafddT Jt fad 
tpjfa if fsrfdfad tjPr $ ofad % fadfar % fad % faf 
tTT9Fd dfar ^1 «ft; 

fa: odd dfafad nfd^ddT fffddt dddr 3ff drfa 

17 dd*9\ 1990 fa Ofaff dm rff >cf «ff; 

fa xiffadd fa Bfm 9 fa ofam (i) % n^imi 
fr far mffatt if fad fare 9?r wfV frfa ^ t; 

fa fad oTdnT odd Wit dr ffair <rrfa ^ Ttfaj 

dd fa^ddT ?r fa>d flrftfro 'jfd ir ofan % 

dftrddt dr fad far 9d WdTdd f%dr t; 

ertr, fad fade, odd wftrfddd fa dm 6 dft odfar 
( i ) far ddn faddf dd far-i fa 5d> dn fadt dmft | 
fdr dfc^ddr ?r rftpd d^rjsff if Wntase ^fd ft odfat % 
dfaddd dd fad PFdT dtdt 
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75 atk fa Tiffa trocrr, ott tnrr 4ft -jvairr (4) 

ffPT 77W 4rfV-i ui 47 77)7 4i’r) gif, 75 Piiu ^rf| ^ fa d"t3 
«Lf7 if 777)7 47 srftuTT Tfjffa 77477 ; if fa%r ijfa ft 77R 
*nfr fafsrnrff it jjw tfl'.fl.'ft ifa. fait^y if ft-fat 5)7t:— 


n ((/It— y th i i iT ffaTt —13775 tftt—T^ rox^' 


7T7 47 7T7 

sWNf 

f^TTT . 


m 



7K 

Tfjfar 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

THvffa 

98 

0 7T7 

00 

00 

90 


111 

0 7T7 

00 

03 

00 


["Tr.rf, TTT- 

3101 5 / 3 / 91 —aft 

7R-II] 


H rfpT far^, VS V 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1993 


S.O. 2349.—Whereas by the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
No. S.O. 3086 dated the 17th November, 1990. issued under 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
PipcI'nes (Acquisition of Right of User in Laud) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire the 
right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended 
to that not'ficalion for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
the transport of Naptha; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification 
were made available to the public on the 17th day of 
November, 1990, 

And whereas the Competent Authority in pursuance of 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government has, after consider¬ 
ing the said report, decided to acquire the right of user in 
the lands specified in the Schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power s conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the ri^ht ol user in the 
lands specified in the Schedule appended to this notification 
are hereby acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said iands instead of 
vesting, in the Central Government, vest in the CPPL Limit¬ 
ed free from all encumbrances ; 


SCHEDULE 

Tehsil: Khatapiir District; Raigad State : Maharashtra 


Name of Village 

S.No./ 
Gat No. 

Hissa 

No. 

Hec. 

Area 

Are Cent. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

Panshil 

98 

0 part 

00 

00 90 


111 

0 part 

00 

03 00 



[F. 

No. R-31015/3/91 -OR-® 


KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


7? ftcTl, 29tt4f5T, 1993 

47. 7t. 1.3 5 (P —TUffa H747< T 'fjtfi-RR 3tV rsrfvTF" 7357- 
Trfr (sjfa it iwr t Tfipfri- 47 777 ) ^rfsrPnrcr, 1962 
( 1962 47 50) 4?) ETTCT 6 4ft 77VTTt (l) % TTP) 4?f 

rrf 'dm % chtw, tt 7 2 Tfa 3, 3#r (ii) Trffa 1 6 ^7, 
i99i it jwtPft Trot twit % aftr snrpfar 77 

750147 «ft srfst^r 7 . 47 .Tr. 1704 , Trffa is w, 1991 

ypr q$ xfWTT fa 77 TfstflTTt it tCPT W^'ft it 

fqPrtw ' *jfir R ^ 47)7 % wfEmr it thwitt fwnr % ftpt 

777 faTT 'STR; 

tt, RXTt (, 347 sifaPm 4 ft trrrr 6 "ft ttutit 

(4) TKt STTtf vrfwrtt 47 7771 4TOT jn tffl $ fa 

747 TftpjTTt ir ■-d'trq^ ttTfffr if ftfafa-z it 37717 47 

•crfOTP: 15 i99i ir 4iif)7 tttp: it faf?7 tf) sttr 

7 # fa?7<i7) it jjrt rtt.'ft.'ft.tpT. fafalr it faffs ffar 1 

[7° wr. 31015/11/91—3ft mrc-II] 
jirifa faf, 'nrr 7fa<t 

New Delhi, the 29th October. 1993 

S.O. 2350.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No, 
S.O. 1704, dated the 15th June, 1991, issued under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 6 of the Petroleum anu Minerals Pipe¬ 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), published in the Gazette of India Part II, Section 
3, sub-section ( 11 ) dated the 15th June, 1991, the Central 
Government declared that the right of user in I. nds specifi¬ 
ed in the Schedule appended to that notification should be 
acquired for laying the pipelines; 

Now in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scction (4) 
of section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
annexed lo the said notification instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest in the CPPL Limited free from all 
encumbrances with effect from the 15th day of June, 1991. 

[No. R-3101J/11/91-ORTI] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 

7fftp=fa 29 WJTL 1993 

47.17. 2351:—#i£hT tnTtnr tit 7 f wfa gtnr | fa Tfa- 
far ir 7 f wsiviw $ fa Apt Tm 737 qrgH (’faajr), 
Twf t tmr 4kr fart xppif rfa fairr 4r TfaRT 4t sfaUmW 
j|jprpppT % faR qTtppmET tsff.'fr.'fl'.tpT fafaaT btu, 
fat 7^1 TPIREPir TTtpPTI^^ faPtZT % 7TR 

'ji mi *TT faltrrf XPT; 

sfa; %vfhr tTPPTT 75 wtflw 5 ^rtrr ^ fa Pqt 7tf7?n^ 
fsrwfa Ttfa % 37PJPT t fap 75 X,T7''7'P ^ fa 17 *,ft!$77T ?T 
Tfaw r ^fir ir 777M % Tftwrr tri fa7i 

■M i 

77 :, qt.t'K, ^rrfa77 ^ tt?7tt? 7 (tjfa ir 

ottT'i % srfwi; 47 «far) trfafam 1962 (1902 47 so) 
4t Enrr 3 4 ?V ttpitt ( 1 ) ffpr vrfanif 77 77)7 frit 

57 , tJTij 777)7 % 7fH47T 47 7^7 Trfa 4t 777 HT5T7 4t 

717VII 4T7) t i 

747 if Tfakf if 4ffa Tffar 77 Tltfa t, 

fa74i) 7TT7 Wfa if TTTtmfiRT ?7 7fU)fa7T 7%7t 
TIHTW spnl 3774H -TTO ^) $, 21 fat 7^ vffa. 



4I (4 TTf ■ IFatl't. fl, IBS3/Fllcw. 1 5 , 1935 
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[»m Il-sr* 3 (ii)] 


w sunk % si fsiTTT ft sfan jit '•jfa S 4 rywry 4 firafa % 

*r*Tr jt w fofaw Fq Jf "it kr.tw. trem TrfuFrff, 

'ft.'ff.'ff.mT, ft{ 44?4 (falFt) forr *t. 2 «TT3 

4, 5 4T5* 'WtX faw 73443-410206 Ft F4 4%4T I 




— ’T'T^^T 


ffalT — Tmipj Tpjq — nymrj 

4T4 ft 4m 

Tpr *i\ QrFST 

- 

$4JT qrr tfWT 

1 

2 

3 4 5 0 

fsmm 4T4T: 

45 

i4'flrr<r oo 01 75 



[FT.ti, FTTW— 3 1 01 5/1 oj9 l^TT FTTr-11] 


jmffa faf, srcr 4faF 


New Delhi, the 29th October, 1993 

S.O. 2351.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the trans¬ 
port of Naphtha from Village Mahul (Chembur), Bombay to 
Village Kaira, District Raigad in the State of Maharashtra, 
pipelines for onwards and return stream by the CFPL Limit¬ 
ed, formerly known as Chembur Patalganga Pipelines Limit¬ 
ed; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that 
for the purpose of laying such pipelines, it is necessary to 
aquire for right of user m the lands described in the Sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
Schedule may within 21 days from the date on which the 
copies of this notification, as published in the Gazette of India, 
are made available to the general public, object in writing 
to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the 
pipeline under the land to Shri S. S, Deshmukh, Competent 
Authority, CPPL Limited, New Panvel (CTDCO), Sector No, 
2, Plot No. 5, Ground Floor, District Raigad (Maharashtra)— 
410206;— 

SCHEDULE 

Tehsil : Panvel District ; Raigad State : Maharashtra 


Name of Village Gat No. Hissa Hectare Area 

S.No. No. Aerea Centia 


1 2 3 4 5 6 


Shilottar Raichur 45 14 part 00 .01 75 

[F.No. R-31015/10/91-OR-11J 
KULD1P SINGH, Under Secy. 


fif faptff, 29 tPFJTV, 1993 

FT.OT. 2352: —'RSk fTTFR if Sfk irfauf TPtpT- 

(fPt if tnukr % ttRiftt ft spfa) qfhfb fau , 19 R 2 

( 1963 FT 5o) (fair fTfir Jlfa WM 444 qftrfkm Fyt 44 t 
$) Ft OT7T 3 iff ^TOTTT (l) % qrftF irrff ift if, 4TOT 
% ffrfaur fa trtfrfaw fa jfam i?t trfmq’FiT *f. 
ft.4t. 3102 Trnfar 17 unr, 1990 sttt Iht ifaFipr % 
fi=nr irewifar fasfa % ufaim 1 trfafwr ir rfan n^fl 
H fafafec vjftr if uiiti * qftrFiff sfafa % imyrtr 
^t sftwr <tft *ff; 

fa 444 TProfatr (rfirtjnT Ft ifait srttt *t?r rrrfhi 17 
TWr, 1990 Ft "190411 <rt ^t if «fr; 

sfk ijft srfnfaiK iff trrrr 6 iff gnrnrr ( 1 ) if 

iwt ufa-oft *f ihfri rrmr vf wmff faffa t ^ 

aftr iffw trwK if 4 ft faik nr fanr Ffar mmrpr 
34 qfatfVir If 4*01 q^ft if fafafe if tjtpfrrr ^7 
wtt(w.i ( ft v j', 1 Fiji ft fafam fa41 

453". Fstl TTTFR, tJtrf 'fffttl04*i ’fa" trUT 6 iff T l U Tt l ( i) 
5TTT trm wfapff FT 5PTPT Ffa- 4^ "ftW FTrft ^ fa rw 
ttfa^FUT if if fafafe: if % trfmiTr T 

ft vm-t faui sn^T ^; 

sffa cry ark fa >1414 rmur, - 34 ^ etht iff 3Wrr ( 4 ) 
44 n yrfaipff Ff wr jn fifavr tnf fa 

3FT sjfar *f 344Tu FT nftJFTV isfa rrTFTT if fafal jffa 1^ 

Farpr rnfr faTsf-uff Ir rjm rff .>ff .far t^t . fafarai if fa% 

5f<(T 


—444tT fa til—TT4*iy 1 1 ',4 -441 r l r .) 


^rnr w 

4S Tfalfa 

fam tf. 





^FTT SJTt 


1 

2 

3 

4 5 

6 

fi|| Crf 

T\T^X 

42 

5 4T4 

00 01 

50 


[FTorf. «TT-3 101 5/l0/ 9l-3flWTT-II] 
5<i < fl , r frnji iii r ufai 


New Delhi, the 29th October, 1993 

S.O. 2352.—Whereas by the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
No. SO, 3102, dated the 17th November, 1990, issued under 
suh-scction (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
f Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central 
Gwe-nrhent declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the trans¬ 
port of Naphtha; ( 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification 
were made available to" the public on. the 17tb day of 

November, 1990; 
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And whereas the Competent Authority in pursuance of 
suh-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government ; 

And whereas the Central Government has, after consider¬ 
ing the said report, decided to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the Schedule appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of setion 6 of the said Act, the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby declares that the right of user in the lands speci¬ 
fied in the Schedule appended to this notification are hereby 
acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vestingic 
in the Centra] Government, vest in the CPPL Limited free from 
ail encumbrances ; 

SCHEDULE 

Tehsil : Panvel District : Raigad State : Maharashtra 


Name of Village S.No./ Hissa Hectare Area 

Gat No. No. Arc Ccntare 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Shil-ottar Raicur 42 5 part 00 01 40 


[F.No. R-31013/10/93OR-1I] 
KULDIP SINGH, Under Secy. 


fRwfr snftRfiTR 

Rf fawft, 13 1993 

•fir . 3R. 2353,— fRevff ftriTTR RfufriRR, 1957 
^ am 52 tit mwru ( i) srn rttt vrftfnff ark 

RSTR RRTR RW R>ff RTRSTTAf *FT RRtR RRR jp* 
PrRTR Sifter Lr i'ndJiif, ftfRTR STifaR<,uf 

(WTRTR RRRT «FT RURf RR friRZTA) faPftfR, 1968 
% *RT% fRfRR RPfffTRT % fRRCTR R^fR, trR 
Wf RT fRtfar %R RR Wfl R*ft wfRRRT RRTSRCT rR 
rWt $ I 

[R.RRU 25(39)/9l/l»T!T./iy.^V.^.] 
TRTffT fR$, Rf^R 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
New Delhi, the 13th October, 1993 

S.O. 2353.—In exercise of the powers conferred upon it 
by and sub-section (1) of Section 52 of the Delhi Develop¬ 
ment Act 1957 and all other enabling provisions, Delhi Deve¬ 
lopment Authority hereby delegates, to its Vice-Chairman, all 
its powers to decide the manner, terms and conditions of 
disposal of built-up properties, under Delhi Development 
Authority (Management and Disposal of Housing Estates) 
Regulations 1968. 

[No. F, 25(39)/91 /Impl/DDA] 
RANBIR SINGH, Secy 


RlRrifW TJRRT 
R$ 29 TTR^RL, 1993 

«FT.OT. 2354.—C-TTR ROTTT •FT, fafRt XfRR 
tfrSRT/t^lR (ftr^STRR) faw RWTT # ft H fa faff 
RVftaR RnR RR JRRTR %, fa% RTTfiT dR 

faR I'd 43 ITT SPFlfRR fw RRRT | I RRfTpPT 

rrIrr w; rrr r rPt fWt trTrt rR qRf RPTfR 

rI/rR£ RRTA TAT AT m 5CPft RPT%/qRfR 
?#T, ftceft fWTR RfftlRTTR, fRRTR RTR, "RR” 

sfiW, RTf. RR.R., R$ fieri'! rR YR RRRT % 'fll 0 

?RR rR fttCits' r aRr fcfr rR RRfa % ratc 

faf?3A TFT R RR RR!% | I RTR^T RTtR/^HTA *R 
RTRT Glfw RRRT RTR 3tft RAT Rl £ I 

HRTRR : 

1. ‘'taTRJT RPR dR TFRTA RtRRT R, A 

RRRTR RRT R. 6 R, RftRR R RR.tff. 

RTTATR TUT R, RTT RfK ART RfSTR 
A RR^f A fat 10 (25 

RRPr) efcr % RfR RRRTR aR "RtRRV 
RRRTR TT "RRtfllRcTT" (RR5rR RTRR RRR) 

# RRRR RR 5RRTR $ l” 

2 . rtr afk RfR % Rftrw 

t' RRTRT ^T%R R, RRL $ fflR R^f R, 
RftTRR aff.cff. RRRTR TIT ?T aftR ^ 

a R?Tff irwr. R fRf; RJf.TR 

40 i ( 100 trRTT) % RfR RRR>R 

rR "tmfPR RRRTr” R “RRRlfRRr” (RRRR 
cftWR rjtr) r «ptrR rti RRTR | I ” 

2- RTRTfRR RRtaR RR RRlfR RTRT RRRT 

fMRtfnxr % fRt RR fRRgPR RRRTRR, 1JW RTSRT 

RRRTR, T55T RfRR, fRRRR iftRIT, Rlt .RT. OTd:?, 

Rf faevft R RRR RRfff % TERT Reft RTpf-ft-RRf 

spf RRRW T^F 1 

[r.TEP- 3(52)/91RTR.Rt.] 
TRT^fT fR$, RfRR 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1993 

S.O 2354,—The following modifications, which the Central 
Government proposes to make in the Master Plan/Zonal 
(divisional) development Plan for Delhi, are hereby published 
for public information. Any person having any objection/ 
suggestion with respect to the proposed modifications may 
send (he objections/suggestions in writing to the Secretary, 
Delhi Development Authority, Vikas Sadan, ‘B’ Block, I.N.A., 
New Delhi, within a period of thirty days from the date of 
issue of this notice. The person making the objection/sugges¬ 
tion should also give his name and address. 
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MODIFICATIONS : 


(Hid m 6, 1993/Vrth^ IS, 191S 

APPEARANCES: 




(ib “The land use of an area, measuring 10 ha. (25 acres) 
bounded by existing drain No. 6 in the East, G.T. 
Kurnal Road in the West and green belt in the North 
pnd South, in the revenue estate of village Khampur 
is proposed to be changed from ‘rural use’ to 
’utilility’ (Sewage Treatment Plant)’’. 

(ii) “The land use of an area, measuring 40 ha. (100 acres) 
near village Budhpur and village Bijapur, bounded 
by Bawana excape in the South, green belt in the 
North, O.T. Kamal Road in the West and green 
belt Nahari, major distributory in the East, is 
proposed to be changed from ‘rural use’ to ‘utility’ 
(Sewage Treatment Plant)", 

2. The plan indicating the proposed modifications will be 
available for inspection at the office" of the Deputy Director, 
Master Plan Section, 6th Floor, Vikas Minar, I.P. Estate, 
New Delhi, on all working days within the period referred 
above. 

[No. F. 3(52)/91-MP] 
RANBIR SINGH, Secy. 

Delhi Development Authority 


’TR 

7 'TT^-TT, 1993 

'm-.srr.235s—3ft«frfiFF famr srfsjfatr<T, 1947 
( 1947 *FT 14) URT 17%?P[IRW R, 

rtttt tnrr imfor % wirier % wa 

fSnrfaRff 3fV aptfTRf % tfK n 

Pdw afartfro f^sTR r Skeflr rwr afafrfoF 
wfsraR'ff fff faevft % t'w: *Ft M+iTird" ffRcft 
TRffnr ?f‘t 6 - 10-93 in ^stt «rr 1 


None—for the workman. 

Shri M. J. Paul—for the Management 
AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour vide 
its Order No. L-11012/7/90-IR(Misc.) dated 8/90 has re¬ 
ferred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian Air¬ 
lines, New Delhi in imposing punishment of reduc¬ 
tion of basic pay by 3 stages with cumulative effect 
on Shri Roop Ram, Master Technician vide then- 
order dated 5th May, 1986 and subsequently res¬ 
toring two increments in July, 1987 was justified. If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 

2. The workman in this case had died and the parties 
had been taking time for settlement but none have been ap¬ 
pearing on behalf of the workman or his representative for 
the last six dates. It appears that parties are not interested 
in getting the dispute adjudicated upon after the death of the 
workman. I, therefore, pass a no dispute award in this case. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
7 1993 

'FT,ITT. 2356—srfaftfw f&TTF? TTfafwT, 1947 
( 1947 TTT 14) # STRT 17 % iTTTRT 
TRFR n?R % WREr % Wff 

{rtRRT ifR TT% miTTrf ffr sfRr, TRpftj if 
frfaR NWlfTT f5RR if T^FT TRFR a faftfi lT 
SfRlffTT ?lf fevft *F TW TT 5f«FTftlrf ffRcfr 
^ft ^TTFRTTR fit 6-10-93 *FT TR fWr «Tf I 

[ffo ^-11012/8/90-^ WR(ftrfer)] 

%. sGrfsrmft 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1993 


[to t^-11012/7/9 0 -inf srrc (f^rferer)] 

wf^Fifr 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 7th October, 1993 

S O, 2355.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management to M/s. Indian Airlines and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 6th Octo¬ 
ber, 1993. 


[No. L-11012/7/90-1R (Misc.)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANAPATI SHARMA, PRESIDING OFFI 
CER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBU¬ 
NAL, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 79/90 
In the matter of dispute between: 

Shri Roop Ram S/o Shri Nathi Ram through Indian Air¬ 
lines workmen Association Regd. 

Versu* 

M/s, Indian Airlines through the Manager Personnel Set- 
vices, Thaper House, New Delhi. 


S.O. 2356.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure. in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Indian Airlines and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 6-10-93. 

[No. L-U012/8/90-IR (Misc.)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GANPATI SHARMA; PRESIDING 
OFFICER; CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL; NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 80190 

In the matter of dispute between 

Shri Roop Ram through the Regional Secretary, Indian 
Airlines Workmen Association, C5Bil50 
Janakpuri Delhi-58. 


Versus 

The Manage: Personnel, Indian Airlines, Thspar House 
lanpath, New Delhi, 

APPEARANCES : 

None for the workman. 

Shri M. J. Paul for the Management, 

AWARD 


The Central Government in the Ministry of T sbnm- via. 
its Order No. L-11012|8|90-IR(Mlsc) date.? 8 90 has refer- 
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red the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal for ad- 
judication : 

"Whether the action of the management of Indian Air¬ 
lines, New Delhi in imposing punishment of reduc¬ 
tion of basic pay by one stage in the time scale 
with cumulative effect on Shri Roop Ram, Master 
Technican vide their order dated 4|11-10-88 was 
justifiod. If not, to what relief the workman is 
entiled 

The workman in this case had died and the parties had 
been taking time for settlement but none have been appearing 
on behalf of the workman or his representative for the last 
sis dates. It appears that parties are not interested in getting 
the dispute adjudicated upon after the death of the work¬ 
man. I, therefore, pass a no dispute award in this case. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

1st October, 1993. 


Rf fcwTl, 12 1993 

rr.rt, 2357—Prere srftlRRE, 1947 
( 1947 ffiT 14) Ef ETPT 17 % 5 nTREff R 
ft <.+ K UR Rl STR ?nf fd hf % SRSJRR % RR2f 

IddT-Jt't'T 3fK RdP ffih + ITT if Iff, R’JRR E 

ftfe: 3ftertfRK fEETR R RTF 

RfgRRR % TRRcT ffit RffdRgd' ERRt t, Rt 

ffiT 7-10-93 ffit EFE §«T7 ET I 

[ro rtR-420 1 2 /25/87-^V.-2(3ff)TnT] 


New Delhi, the 12th October, 1993 

S.O. 2337.—In pursuance of Section 17 of tho Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure. 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of N.D.R.I., Kama] and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 7-10-93. 

[No. 1.-42012725/87-D.IKBXPt.)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI ARV1ND KUMAR. PRESIDING OFFICER. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-I.ABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D, 71/88 

Om Parkash Vs, N.D.R.I. 

For the workman : Shri P. S. Arora. 

For the management: Shri D, S. Virk. 

AWARD 

Central Government vide Gazette Notification No. E- 
42012/23 '87-D.IT fB) dated 30th September, 1988 issued Ujs. 
30(1 )(d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 referred the following disnule 
to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the NDRI. Karnal in terminat¬ 
ing the services of Shri Om Parkash son of Shri 
Pokar Dass. general labour w.e.f. 1-8-1986 is legal 
and justified ? If not, to what relief is the con¬ 
cerned workman entitled and from what date?” 

2. Case of the petitioner in the statement of claim that he 
w as employed as daily paid labour (unskilled) w.e.f. 11-8-81 
through employment exchange. He has shown to have work¬ 
ed m three spells fiom 11-8-1981 to 8-4-1982, 22-9-1982 to 


14-51 ]983 and 21-12-1985 to 31-7-1986. He alleges that oft 
31-7-1986 he was not allowed to resume his duty and alleges 
violation of Section 25-F of the I.D. Act. He also claims 
violation of Section 25-H of the I.D. Act at the bands of 
the management having employed Chandreshwar Parshad 
Yadav and Tulsi Dass after his termination and sought re¬ 
instatement with full back wages w.e.f, 1-3-1986. 

3. The management resisted the claim of the petitioner. 
In written statement preliminary objection has been taken 
that provisions of Section 25-F and Section 25-H are not 
applicable, petitioner being employed for a specific puipose 
and for specific period. On merits the management has 
raken the stand that the petitioner never worked continuously 
for 700 days and not entitled to compensation and reinstate¬ 
ment being provisions of Section 25-F do not apply. It is 
further claimed that there is no question of any vacancy or 
post held by him however the petitioner was employed only 
for specific period. Other workmen were employed for purely 
different purposes and that too for specific period. Tims 
there is no violation of Section 25-G and Section 25-H of tho 
I.D. Act, 1947. Unfair labour practice was also denied and 
sought the dismissal of the presen claim. 

4. 'l ire petitioner in support of his case produced himself 
as WW1. He filed his affidavit Ex, Wl. He also relied on 
certificates I'x. W2 and W3 and W4. The management had 
produced MW1 Capt. Mehar Singh, Admn. Officer. He filed 
his affidavit Ex. Ml. Respective parties closed their case. 

5. I have heard both the parties, gone through the evidence 
and record. 

6. The petitioner had worked with the respdt. management 
on three spells. The dispute relevant in tho present reference 
is the last spell in which the petitioner had admittedly work¬ 
ed from 21-12-1985 to 31-7-1986. He has not worked at 
all in the year 1984, However between tho period 21-12-85 
to 31-7-1986 lie does not complete 240 days which is the 
roandatorv requirement in order to attract the provisions of 
Section 25-H of the I.D. Act, 1947. The petitioner had only 
completed 223 days and not 240 days during the said course 
of last employment. Therefore, the termination is certainly 
not in violation of Section 25-F of the I,D. Act for having 
not paid retrenchment compensation and pay in lieu of 
notice. 

7. Counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner also alleges 
violation of Section 25-H of the I.D. Act, 1947 having 
employed Chandreshwar. Parshad Yadav and Tulsi Ram after 
his termination and alleges unfair labour practice at the 
hands of the respdt. management. This plea is again merit- 
less legally as well as factually. Tho term of reference in the 
present case relates to termination of services of the peti¬ 
tioner we.f. 1-8-1986. The alleged violation of Scclion 25-H 
is the event subsequent to the termination of the petitioner 
which is not the issue in the present reference. The Tribu¬ 
nal is required to confine its adjudication to the points of 
dispute specified in the order of reference and the matter 
incidental to them. Tho issue of unfair labour practice or 
discrimination or employment given to some persons subse¬ 
quently is not a matter refereed to the Tribunal for adjudi¬ 
cation, nor cun it be said to bo In any way connected with 
the right of re-instatement claimed by the petitioner. Tho 
fairnes of subsequent appointment of some workmen is a 
maircr cptito irrelevant for judging the validity of the eurlier 
termination of the petitioner—it is an entirely separate and 
independant question. The ratio of Firestone Tyre and 
Rubber Co. of India fP) Ltd. Vs. their workmen reported in 
1981 fVo], 59) F.J.R. page 249 is followed. 

8. Coming to the facts of the present case, no doubt that 
the management has no where denied that they have not 
employed fresh hands after the termination of the petitioner 
but their stand is that the fresh requisitions to the employ¬ 
ment exchange were sent and whosoever is sponsored by 
the employment exchange is generally lakon which the work¬ 
man could not refute having no such suggestion put to the 
management’s witness flint the subsequent employment of said 
three persons namely Chandreshwar Parshad Yadav and Tulsi 
Dass were not through employment exchange. The grievance 
of the petitioner of unfair labour practicchas to be specific 
for which he is heavily burdened to prove by way of cogent 
evidence that be has been terminated from the post only 
in order to accommodate fresh hands and conduct of the 
employer falls within the mischief of unfair labour practice 
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as defined in caluse (ra) of Section 2 of I.D. Act, 1947. He 
has failed to prove that the post against which R© was working 
continued alter his termination. He has miserably failed 
to prove that the appointment of said three persons subse¬ 
quently was dime immediately by the respdt. management. In 
these circumstances it can not he said that the post against 
which the petitioner was working was continued after the 
termination of his services and filled immediately thereafter 
by appointing said three persons attracting unfair labour 
practice. 

9. Hence nothing survive in the proceedings initiated by 
the petitioner and he is not entitled to reinstatement and 
back wages. Reference is returned to the Ministry. 
Cllandigain, 

30-9-1993, 

ARVIND KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 1993 

S O. 2358.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal. 
Hyderabad as siiown in the Annexure, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Telecom Warangul and their workmen, which, was receiv¬ 
ed by the Central Government on 11-10-93. 

[No. L-40012/21/91-IR (DU) (Pt.)] 
K. V. B, UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 


HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

Sri Y. Venkntachalam, M.A., B.L„ Industrial Tribunal-I. 
Dated, 27th day of September. 1993 
Industrial Dispute No. 49 of 1991 
BETWEEN 

Md. Sarwar, S/o Md. Yakub Ali, 


about 20 years, Casual Mazdoor, 
under the Respondent. 

^ cre ‘ n - .. Petitioner, 

AND 

The Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Phone, Warangal-506 007. . , Responden t 

APPEARANCES : 

M|s.'C. Suryanarayana & P. Bhaskar. Advocates—for 
the Petitioner. 

M|s. M. Panduranga Rao & B. G. Ravinder Reddy, 
Advocates—for the Respondent. 


AWARD 


The Government of India, Ministry of Labour bv iti 
Order No. L-40012|21|91-IR(DU) dt. 3-10-1991 referred th< 


following dispute under Section 10(lXd) & (2A) of the 
Industrial Dispute,; Act, 1947 between the employers in re¬ 
lation to the Management of M|s. Telecom, Warangnl 
(A.P.) and their workmen to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of Mis. Telecom, 
Warungal (A.P.) represented by their Sub-Divisional 
Officer, in terminating the service of Shri Md. 
Saraw.tr without complying with the provisions of 
the Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 is justified ? if not, to what relief, the work¬ 
man concerned is entitled ?" 

2 . The brief facts of the claim statement filed by the 
Petitioner-workman read as follows : The Petitioner’s claim 
for reinstatement in service is based on the fact that the 
Respondent herein recruited and employed the Petitioner as 
Casual Mazdoor for 304 days during the period from 
1-2-1986 to 31-5-1987 but retrenched thereafter on the 
ground th'at he was recruited after 30-3-1985 contrary to 
the orders of the Director-General, P&T New Delhi prohibit¬ 
ing any fresh recruitment and employment of Casual Maz- 
clooi's. The Petitioner was not given notice nor paid wages 
as per the mandatory provisions of Section 25-F of the 
I.D. Act. His subsequent employment during snort spells only 
indicates, in vie.v of the provisions of Section 25-B of the 
I.D. Act the Petitioner was in continuous service till 
31-3-1989 and effectively retrenched from service vv e.f. 
I-4-1989 again in gross violation of the mandatory provisions 
of the said Section 25-F. In Daily rated Casual Labour 
in P&T V. Union of India & others (AIR 19S7 SC 2342) 
the Supreme Court directed that a Scheme he worked out bv 
(he P&T Departments to absorb, as far as possible, the 
Casual labourers who have rendered one year continuous 
service (with at least 240 days service to their credit). Thus, 
(he Supreme Court conferred on the workmen the right of 
absorption in the regular establishment of the Deportments 
because the Casual workman no longer remains ‘‘Casual” 
after rendering one year continuous service. Notwitstand- 
ing the aforesaid direction of the Supreme' Court, the peti¬ 
tioner was reirenched from, service w.e.f. 1-4-198° cm the 
fallacious ground that he was recruited after 30-3-1985. the 
date on which the Director-General imposed ban on fresh 
recroitmentjemploymcnt of Casual Mazdoors. The retrench¬ 
ment was without complying with the mandate!v provisions 
of Section 25-F of the T.D, Act, In a similar case, when 
some Casual Mazdoors of Delhi 1 Telephones, recruited after 
30-3-1985 were retrenched the Principal Bench of the Hon’ble 
Central Administrative Tribunal at New Delhi declared that 
ip view of the above mentioned judgement of the Supreme 
Court (AIR 1987 S.C. page 2342) the executive orders of 
the D.G. dt. 30-3-1985 are no more valid and that even 
Casual Mazdoors recraiteJ|employed after that date are 
entitled to absorption in the regular establishment on a re¬ 
gular basis on rendering one year continuous service, vide 
’ts judgemenl dt. 4-5-1938 in OA No. 529I8S between 
Sunder Lai & Others Union of Tndia & Others (unreported). 
Infact, in a subsequent decision dt. 17-4-199C in WP (C! 
No. 1280/89 and batch of cases between Ramgopal and 
Others and Union of India & Others etc. (not 
reported) the Hon’ble Supreme Court upheld the 
above mentioned judgement dt, 4-5-1988 and declared that 
no distinction can be drawn between Mazdoors recruited 
before 30-3-1985 and those that are recruited on or after 
that date and that ull those who have rendered one year 
continuous service are entitled to the benefits of the judge¬ 
ment in AIR 1987 SC 2342. The Petitioner submits that 
after absorbing several mazdoors, the Telecom Department 
issued orders No. 269-10|89-STN, dt. 7-11-1989 to grant 
temporary status to those who could not he absorbed in the 
regular establishment for want of vacancies. Tt is thus an 
incidence of continuous one year service as Casual labourers 
in the Telecom Department to he conferred with temporary 
status pending their absorption in the regular establishment 
of the Department which takes place according Lc tbciT turn 
in the seniority list of casual mazdoors of a recruitment unit 
and for preparing the seniority list the Director Oeneral 
issued separate orders. The petitioner therefore prays that 
this Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to hold and declare that 
his retrenchment is illegal, null and void and consequently to 
direct the respondents herein to reinstate him in service with 
full hack wages, continuity of service, protection of hia 
seniority and all other benefits which are consequential and|or 
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temporary status pending his absorption in the regular estab¬ 
lishment to make tire Award accordingly. 

3. The brief facts of the counter filed by the Repondent 

Management icaJ ns follows : It is submitted that the 
reference ilseif is illegal lor the reason tha f the services 
of the petitioner were never terminated .is ho was only 
working on casual basis and the casual mazdours were offer¬ 
ed work as and when the same is available. It is submitted 
that the Department engages casual mazdoors 'as and when 
temporary works are taken up for laying ground cables and 
construction of overhead alignments are taken up. As soon 
as the work is over, the employment of the casual mazdoor 
comes to an end. Likewise, if another wotk is taken up, 
and the casual mazdoor comes forward for employment, he 
will 'again be engaged till the work lasts. It is submitted 
that in the case of casual mazdoors, work is not continuous 
and their engagement depends upon the availability of work. 
The petitioner was engaged as a casual mazaoor in the sub¬ 
division on the iollowing dates viz. 23 days in February, 
1986. 29 days in March, 1986, 30 days in April, 1986, 18- 
days in May, 1986, 28 days in November, 1986 and 31 
days in December 1986. He also worked 29 days in 
January, 1987, 23 days in February. 1987, 24 
days in March, 1987, 28 days in July, 1988, 21 

days in August, 1988 and 31 days i'll September, 

1988, Again he worked 25 days in February, 1989 and 
19 days in March 1989. It is submitted that there is a 
procedure for reciultment of regular employees in the 
departments, and therefore, the clnim of the petitioner that 
he should ho made a permanent employee is not maintain¬ 
able. As already submitted, the services of casual maz¬ 
doors come to rn end as and when the woik is completed. 
Till fresh works are taken up, he will have to remain idle. 

Such dis engagement is automatic in the case of casual 

mazdoors. It is submitted that the petitioner is not entitled 
to continue in service mechanically as a casual labour. It 
is submitted that there is no termination of the services of 
the petitioner, and therefore, the dispute itself is not main¬ 
tainable, It is therefore, prayed that this Hon’blc may be 
pleased to puss f.n Award holding that the petitioner is not 
entitled to any relief. 

4. The point for adjudication is whether the action ot 
the Respondent-Bank in terminating the service of 
Md. Sarwar without complying with the provisions of the 
Section 25-F of the I.D. Act is justified ? 

5. W.W1 was examined on behalf of the Petitioner and 
marked Exs. W1 to WJ on its side. M.Wl was examined 
on behalf of the Respondent and no documents v/erc marked 
on its side. 

6 . W.Wl is Md. Sarwar, He deposed that he joined the 
Department as Casual Mazdoor on 1-2-1986 and he continued 
till 1-4-1989, From 1-2-1986 to 1-6-1987 nc worked for a 
total of 304 days. Ex. W1 is the working days particulars. 
At the time of termination on 1-4-1989 he was neither 
given any notice nor was paid notice period wages in lieu 
of the notice. No reason was given for his termination. 
No written orders were served on him, stating that he was 
removed from scivicc. He used to go to SDO, Tel, and 
requested for work. He was not given any work. The only 
reason that was given by the SDO, Tel. is that those who 
are recruited after 30-3-1985 arc being terminated. Some 
of his juniors arc still continued in the department. He 
therefore prays this Hon’ble Tribunal to hold and declare 
that hie termination is illegal, null and void and conse¬ 
quently direct the Respondent to reinstate into service 
with all attendant benefits. 

7. M.Wl is A. Shedrak. He deposed that he is deposing 
on the basis of the records, The Petitioner was engaged 
ns casual mazdoor. Casual mazdoors are engaged to tem¬ 
porary works like digging trenches, erecting of pole laving 
cables etc. It is not a regular and continuous work. The 
casual mazdoors are engaged for specific works and when 
that work was completed, they would be disengaged. The 
petitioner was initially engaged in February, 1986. He was 
engaged lastly in the month of March, 1989. Between this 
period, there were gaps for the engagement of the petitioner 
and he did not work during the months of Tune, 1986 to 
October, 1986 and June, 1987 to June, 1988 and from. 


October, 1988 to January 1989. As there was no work 
immediately after March, 1989, the petitioner could not bo 
engaged as casual mazdoors. 

8 . The argument of the Petitioner is that the Respondent 
lecruited and employed the Petitioner as Casual Mazdoor 
tor 304 days during the period from 1-2-1986 to 1-6-1987 
but roti cnched thereafter on the ground that he was recruited 
after 30-3-1985 contrary to the orders of the Director 
General, P&T New Delhi prohibiting any fresh recruitment 
and employment of Casual Mazdoors. On the other the 
contention of the Respondent is that there is a procedure 
laid down for recruitment of regular employees in the Depart¬ 
ment, and therefore the claim of the petitioner that ho 
should be mode a permanent employee is net maintainable, 
the services of casual mazdoor comes to an end as and 
when the work is completed. Till fresh works arc taken up, 
he will have to remain idle. Such disengagement will not 
amount to termination and such disengagement is automatic 
in the case of casual mazdoors. 

9. In this case this Tribunal has to see whether the order 
passed terminating the services of the Petitioner under is 
proper or not ? Of course there is no dispute with regard 
to the recruitment of the petitioner and the number of days 
the petitioner worked under the Respondent i.e. Sub-Divi¬ 
sional Officer, Waiangal, Now the contention of the Peti¬ 
tioner is that the Order of the Director General, P&T, 
Department, New Delhi Lr. No. 269! 130| 78-STN dt. 
1-10-1984 was in existence prior to the date of recruitment 
of the petitioner i.e. the Petitioner was recruited on 1-2-1986. 
The Respondent now cannot assert that the recruitment of 
the petitioner was in contravention of the above order dt. 
1-10-1984. When the Petitioner has served the Respondent 
for a long time wherein the Petitioner has r lit in 304 days 
of service. Now the Respondent cannot sav that the order 
of recruitment was erroneous. On the other hand, it is 
also seen that vciy many persons have been employed and 
still continuing ill service even though the Order of the 
Director General, P&T New Delhi is in existence. This 
clearly shows that the retrenchment of the petitioner from 
service with effect from 1-4-1989 was based on wrong 
application of te Standing Orders and contrary to the 
principles of justice and arbitrary and discriminatory. Since 
the Petitioner-workmen has put in more than 304 days 
ultendance is eligible to acquire temporary status and is 
eligible for all tbe benefits and privileges like regular em¬ 
ployees. In support of the ease of the petitioner he has 
cited judgements of the Supreme Court and Central Admi¬ 
nistrative Tribunal. 

10. In the judgement of the Central Administrative Tri¬ 
bunal Principal Bench, New Delhi in the case of 
SUNDERLAL & ORS. v. UNION OF INDIA, the Hon’ble 
Tribunal directed the Respondent that those labourer em¬ 
ployed after 1-4-1985 and who had put in one year service 
are entitled for absorption, their services could not be ter¬ 
minated and further directed for reinstatement forthwith. 
There is another judgement of the Supreme Court in W.P. 
No. 373 and 302 of 1986 dt. 27-10-1987, wherein the Supreme 
Court observed that these Casual labourer render the same 
kind of service as regular labour. The directive principles 
of State Policy as contained in article 38 provides to mini¬ 
mise the inequalities in income. The Supreme Court further 
directed the authorities to corporate a scheme on National 
basis for absorbing casual labour who have been continuously 
working for more than one year in the Post & Telegraph 
Departments, The Respondent has not rebutted to the deci¬ 
sions of the Supreme Court and Central Administrative 
Tribunal, in this Tribunal. 

11. So taking into consideration of all the facts and cir¬ 
cumstances of the case, I am clearly of the view that the 
Orders of the Sub-Divisional Warangal in terminating the 
services of the Petitioner workman is ill-motivated and 
without any valid grounds and is ) 'able to be quashed as 
arbitrary and illegal, 

12. In the result, the action of the Management of M|s. 
Telecom, Warangal (AP) represented by their Sub-Divisional 
Officer, in terminating the services of Sri Md. Sarwar without 
complying with the provisions of the Section 25-F of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 is not justified. The said 
workman is entitled to be reinstated into service with full 
back wages and all other attendant benefits, 
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Award passed accordingly. 

Typed to my dictation, given under my hand and the 
seal of this Tribunal, this the 27th day of September, 1993. 

Y. VENKATACHALAM, Industrial Tribunal-!. 
Appendix of Evidence 

Witnesses Examined for the 
PetitionerlWorkman : 

W.W-1—Md. Sarwar 
Witnesses Exam iced for the 
Respondent! Management : 

M.W1 —A. Shedrav. 

Documents marked for the PetitionerlWorkman : 

Ex. Wl.—Xerox copy of the Working days particulars 
of the PetitionerlWorkman. 

Ex. W2 29-5 -89.—Xerox copy of Complaint given to RLC 
(Central) Hyderabad with regard to illegal retrench¬ 
ment of the petitioner from service given by the 
PetitionerlWorkman. 

Ex. W3.—Xerox copy of parawise remarks submitted by 
the SDO Phones Warangal with reference to the 
Dispute raised by the PetitionerlWorkman. 

Ex. W4 25-8-89.—Xerox copy of the rejoinder submitted 
by the Representative for the Petitioner-Workman 
to the above parawise remarks. 

Ex. W5.—Xerox copy of the Failure report with regard 
to the dispute of the PetitionerlWorkman. 

Documents marked for the Respondent : 

NIL 
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New Delhi, the 15th October, 1993 

S.O 2359.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal No. 1, Bombay as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Central Railway and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 13-10-93. 

[No L-41012|88]91-IR (DU)-(Pt.)] 

’ K, V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, BOMBAY 

PRESENT : 

Justice Shri R. Q. Sindhakar, Presiding Officer. 

240! 0591—6; 


Reference No. CGIT-17 of 1992 

PARTIES : 

Central Railway, Bombay. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management : Shri P. R. Pai, Advocate. 

For the Workmen.: Shri Y. R. S.pgh, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Railways STATE : Maharashtra 

Bombay, dated the 24th day .of S'ptem::r, 1993 
AWARD 

By order dated 24th March, 1992, Government of India. 
Ministry of Labour, made following reference to this Tri¬ 
bunal - 


“Whether the action of the management of Central Rail¬ 
way, Bombay V.T. Bombay in ordering compulsory 
retirement of Central Railway from service with 
effect from 1st May, 1984 ? If not, what relief he 
is entitled to ?” 

And 

“Whether the management of Central Railway, Bombay 
justified in not settling the retiral/terminal diiei due 
to Shri D. P. Wagh and his demand as per Ailhe- 
xure-I after retiring him compulsorily from service 
with effect from 1-5-1984 ? If not, what relief fife 18 
entitled to ?” 

2. Shri Wagh was served chargesheet dated 15lh June, 
1981, alleging demand and acceptance of bribe of Rs. 90 
for the issue of a fitness medical certificate. He denied the 
charge arid' the grievance is that chargesheet was vague and 
the date, time and place of the alleged demand and accep¬ 
tance of bribe was not mentioned. It was further stated that 
he was not the authority to issue such fitness certificate and the 
Enquiry Officer failed to consider that the charge was vague. 
The petitioner’s dismissal, therefore, was challenged by an 
appeal. However, the appellate authority set aside the order 
of dismissal from service and converted it into the compul¬ 
sory retirement with effect from 1st May, 1984. The work¬ 
men Shri Wagh challenges the order of dismissal. 

3. The management filed written statement. It contended 
that the reference was not proper and valid and has been 
made without application of mind. It is contended with the 
enquiry was fair and proper and is according to statutory 
rules. Opportunity was given to him defend himself. It is 
then contended that the charge levelled against him was clear. 
The case is that the action is justified. 

4. It so happend that during the pendency of this reference 
Shri D. P. Wagh unfortunately expired on 9th August, 4993. 
The certificate has been issued by Chief Medical Superinten¬ 
dent. Central Railway Hospital, Kalyan. In viewof the death 
of the workman, prayer for setting aside the order of compul¬ 
sory retirement, compensation and relief of retirement would 
not Survive. 

5. It is, however, found that the later, part of the refe¬ 
rence is deal'ng with his payments, hot settling fetiral ter¬ 
minal dues of Sri .Wagh and bis demands as per Annexure 
I. Unfortunately there is no.' Anntseare with the reference. 
However, if .that be.the. position, l am fore, the.iiianagetoent of 
Central "Railway will settle retiral/terminal dues ah<Tpay them 
foE^i-heirs, entitled. In the absence of Annexure also it is 
rot possible to adjudication upon the same. The award 
acconling.' 

R, G. SINDHAKAR, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 11th October, 1973 

S.O. 2360.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Director Telecom (Central Area) Lucknow 
and their workman, which was received by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment on 2-5-90. 

[No. L-40012|120|89-D-II(B)(Pt.)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI A RIAN DEV PRESIDING OFFICER CENT¬ 
RAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TUIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT. PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 131 of 90 

In the matter of dispute between : 

Pardesi Lai C/o Sri S, B. Singh, 

Divisional Secretary Bhartiya, 

Telephone Karamchari Sangh 
Mahawagar, Lucknow. 

AND 

Director, 

Doorsanehar (Central Area), 

Seth Bhawan Lila Cinema 
Ke Pichhe, Nawal Kishore Road, 

Lucknow. 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide its 
notification number L-40012/120/89-D.2(B) dated 2-5-90 has 
referred the folowing dispute for adjudication to this Tri¬ 
bunal :— 

Whether the Director Telecom (Central Area) Lucknow 
was justified interminating the services of Sri Pardesi 
Prasad w.e.f. 29-2-S8 7 If not, what relief the work¬ 
man was entitled to 7 

2. Tn this case 22-3-93 was the date fixed for the cross 
examination of the workman, on the said date neither the 
workman nor any body on his behalf appeared. It happened 
to be the second day for the cross examination of the work¬ 
man. Admittedly the workman had worked continuously an 
a daily rated casual labour from lune 1986 to February 1988. 
The contention of the workman is that his services were 
terminated in voilation of the provisions of section 25F of 
the I.D. Act. 

3. In defence it has been pleaded by the management that 
the services of the workman were terminated w.e.f, 1-3-88 
by giving him one month's notice dated 1-2-88, in accordance 
with the instructions contained in circular memo dated 
1-1-84 issued by the Government of India, Ministry of Com¬ 
munication, New Delhi. It is further pleaded by the manage¬ 
ment that the workman declined to receive compensation 
when offered. Since admittedly he had worked continuously 
for one year within the meaning of section 25B of the Act 
before the termination of his services, his services could be 
terminated validly only after complying with the provisions 
if section 25F of the Act. Act said above according to the 


management the services of the workman were terminated by 
giving him one month’s notice and retrenchment compensation. 
However that is no evidence in. this regard from the side of the 
management, but in vievv of what has been held by me in 
my award dated 6-11-92, given in I D. No. 88|88, Bhola Nath 
Aganval Versus G. M. Telecom Kanpur on the basis of judge¬ 
ment dated September 11, 1990 of C.A.T. Allahabad in T.A. 
No. 1239 of 87 Achhaiber Lai Versus Union of India, no 
relief can be granted to the workman. In the said order dated 
11-9-90, C.A.T. Allahabad has held that Telecom Department 
is not ‘Industry’. Further on O.A. No. 552 of 1989 Union 
of India and others Versus Shyam Sunder Lai and other 
C.A.T, Allahabad in Its order dated 26-2-91 has held that 
C.A.T. Allahabad has jurisdiction to entertain an application 
under section 19 of the Central Administrative Tribunal’s 
Act, 1985 against the order passed by an Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court under section 33C(2) of the Act. 

4. Honce, what has been held by C.A.T. Allahabad, It is 
held that Telecom Department Is not atj Industry. This boing 
so the reference made by tch Ministry of Labour, Govern¬ 
ment of India, is misconcieved. It is decided accordingly. 

ARIAN DEV, Presiding Officer 

8 1993 
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New Delhi, the 8th October, 1993 

S.O. 2361.—In pursuance of Section 17 o£ the industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal (No. II) Dhonbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Kessurgarh Colliery of Mis. B.C.C.L, 
and their workmen which was received by the Central 
Government on 8-10-1993. 

[No. L-20012/169/90-1R (C-I)[ 
HARISH GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. Ram. Presiding Officer. 

I 11 the matter of an industrial dispute under Section 10(lXd) 
of the I. D. Act, 1947 

Reference No. 85 of 1991 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Kessurgarh 
Colliery of M/s. B.C.C.L. and their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workmen—Shri D. Mukherjee, Secretary 
Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union. 

On behalf of the employers-—Shri B, Joshi, Advocate. 
STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 
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Dhanbad, the 23rd September, 1993 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10(l)(d) of 
the I. D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. L-20012/ 
169/90-I.R. (Coal-lj, dated, the 14th March, 1991. 

“Whether the Management of Kessargarh Colliery in 
Block II Area of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. is justified in dis¬ 
missing Shri Ramji Munda Mines from service w.e.f. 
30-8-75 ? If not, what relief the workman is en¬ 
titled 7” 


2. As per terms of reference we are to consider the justi¬ 
fication of the action of the management of Kessurgarh 
Colliery of Block No. II Area of M/s, BCCL in dismissing 
Shri Ramji Munda, Miner from service with effect from 
30-8-75. At the very outset it may be mentioned that the 
same reference was disposed off vide Ref. No. 37/76 by the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 3 at Dhanbad on 
17-4-78, The photo copy of the award has been filed which 
forms part of the record and it may be read us Ext. M-12. 
It may also be noted herethat simultaneously a criminal pro¬ 
ceeding was also initiated against the concerned workman 
arising out of same set of facts and circumstances. 

3. The action of the management under the award No. 
37/76 was held to be justified and so the aggrieved concerned 
workman had gone before the Hon'ble High Court, Ranchi 
Bench, Run chi in the Writ jurisdiction against the Award. 
The Hon'ble Court was pleased to dismiss the Writ applica¬ 
tion vide ordor dated 10-7-89 in the CWJC No. 24/1983 (R). 
The photo copy of the judgement is Ext. M-ll. While the 
matter was pending before the Hon’ble High Court the 
concerned workman was acquitted from the criminal charges 
vide criminal appeal No. 105/78 dated 13-5-86. The photo 
copy of the judgement has been marked Ext. M-l. On the 
basis of that judgement of acquittal the learned counsel for 
the applicant before the Hon’ble High Court had pleaded that 
the petitioner who was dismissed during the pendency of the 
Criminal case had since been acquitted by the Criminal Court 
and so on the basis of subsequent event the petitioner was 
entitled to take necessary steps for getting a reference made 
by the appropriate Government. In the light of this sub¬ 
mission the Hon’ble Court had observed that if a dispute 
is raised as contended by Mrs. Pal, the same shall be disposed 
off by the appropriate Government on its own merit. In 
this way the present reference has been made on the basis 
of subsequent event which is the judgement of acquittal by 
the Criminal Court. Thus in the instant reference the matter 
for consideration will be very short and limited. 

4. We have to examine as to whether the action of the 
management can be declared unjustified and the concerned 
workman be reinstated with full back wages on the ground of 
his acquittal from the Criminal Court 7 

5. Before dealing with the legal aspect of the matter on 
this point it may be relevant to state a few facts of the 
case in short. The concerned workman was issued charge- 
sheet on 24-8-73 with the allegation that on 21-8-73 at about 
0.30 A.M. he along with one Batulal B.P. Hard Coke 
Stacker seriously assaulted one Shri Sakaldip Gope while 
he was returning home after his duty hour. He was further 
Charged that after the incident ho started absenting from 
duty without any permission or notice. Thus he was charged 
for serious misconduct under clause I7(n) and (r) of the 
Standing Order applicable to the Establishment of Kessur¬ 
garh Colliery of M/s. BCCL. The concerned workman had 
replied to the chargesheet but he did not attend the domestic 
enquiry. Most probably he was in the custody at that time 
in criminal case. Naturally ho did not attend the domestic 
.enquiry and so it was held exparte apainst him. The enquiry 
Officer concluded enquiry and submitted report heading the 
Concerned workman guilty of the misconduct. The report 
Was approved by the authority and accordingly he was dis¬ 
missed from the service. The concerned workman raised 
industrial dispute vide Ref. 37/76 which was disposed off 
by the Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad. The learned Tribunal held 
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the action of the management to be justified and it was 
against the said award tne concerned workman had invoked 
the Writ Jurisdiction of the Hon'ble High Court 

6 . The learned counsel for the concerned workman sub¬ 
mitted tnat the chargesheet (Ext. M-2) was defective and 
misleading for it aid not disclose the place of occurance. 
it was urged that the management cannot take any discipli¬ 
nary action against its wortunan for any incident occuring 
beyond the premises of the Colliery. It was contended that 
the employer has got no extra territorial jurisdiction. Re¬ 
liance was also placed upon a decision reported in Indian 
tract ones and Labour Report, December, 1983 at page 508 
01/s. Glaxo Laboratories (It Ltd. vrs. The Presiding Officer). 
Their Lordship ol the Hon’ble Supreme Court were pleased to 
hold that Lhe management is not the custodian of the general 
law and order situation nor the Guru or mentor of his 
workman ior their well regulated cultural advancement. 
If the power to regulate the behaviour of the workman 
outside the duty hours and at any place wherever they may 
be was conferred upon the employer, contract of service 
may be reduced to contract of slavery. The employer has 
hrih power and jurisdiction to regulate the behaviour of 
workmen within tho premises of the establishment, or for 
peacefully currying the industrial activity in the vicinity of 
the establishment.’’ By placing this fact it was contended 
that the alleged occurance of assault had taken place beyond 
the premises of tho Colliery of the management and the 
managemnet was not justified to take any departmental pro¬ 
ceeding against the concerned workman. The contention of 
the learned counsel could have been very much appreciated 
but in my humble opinion the stage is over and the chapter 
has already been closed when the learned Presiding Officer, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad 
in Ref, No. 37|76 held the exparte domestic cLquiry to be 
fair proper and in accordance with the principles of natural 
justice. By tho said award tho learned Tribunal also held 
that there were materials on the record to prove the mis¬ 
conduct of the concerned workman and according the action 
of the management was held to be justified in dismissing tho 
concerned workman from service. This Court at this stage 
cannot reconsider the domestic enquiry or the finding 
arrived at by the Enquiry Officer because the matter has 
already proceeded too far. The learned Tribunal passed un 
Award which has already been confirmed by the Hon’ble High 
Court. As regards non-mentioning of the place of occurance 
in the chargesheet issued against the concerned workman, 
I find that this aspect of the matter was canvassed even in 
Ref. No. 37/76. 

7. The learned counsel for the concerned workman further 
urged that during the pendency of the Criminal Trial the 
management should have withheld the departmental pro¬ 
ceeding and awaited the result of the criminal trial. Reliance 
was placed upon a decision reported in LLJ 1988—Vol. II 
at page 407. Their Lordship of the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
were placed to hold as follows :— 

“It is not possible to settle the law in a straight-jacket 
formula as judicial opinion appeared to be con¬ 
flicted on the question as to whether the disciplinary 
action had to be stayed till the criminal case was 
over. It would be a hazardous step to lay down 
law in a straight-jacket formula as that would create 
a greater hardship in some cases." 

Mostly the I-Ion’blc Court further observed that where 
criminal action and departmental proceedings are based on 
same set of facts, disciplinary proceeding should be stayed 
pending Criminal trial. In appropriate case disciplinary 
proceeding can await disposal of criminal case. Further 
reliance was placed upon the authority reported in LLJ 1992 
Vol. I at page 226. That was a case in which an employee 
of Port Trust of Bombay was charged in criminal case for 
alleged theft of bail bearings valued at Rs. 1800. After 
trial the employee was acquitted by the Criminal Court and 
he was allowed to join his duty but disciplinary action was 
taken and a domestic enquiry was initiated after three years 
and four months. He was found guilty and compulsorily 
retired. Their Lordships held as follows :— 

“When once an employee is honourably acquitted and 
completely exonerated at the criminal trial normally 
the Port Trust could not be started and proceeded 
with the departmental enquiry unless there was a 
strong and sound reasons to do so.” 
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Lastly reliance was placed upon a decision reported in 
L.L.J. 1993 at pago .168 wherein their Lordships of the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court held as follows :— 

“The departmental enquiry should be stayed till the trial 
before the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Madras 
is completed. If the respondents so choose, they 
can proceed with the enquiry after the judgement 
is rendered by trial Court, whether any appeal is 
filed or not against the decision of the trial Court " 

8.- From the above authorities it is well established that 
the result of the Criminal Court should be awaited. It should 
also be honourably -respected just for the make of maintaln- 
r'ncr and upholding the- diimitv of the Court. If the order 
and the judgements of the Courts are ignored the people 
in general will start loosing faith and confidence in the 
instance which is one of the back hone of democracy. But 
hero at this stage it may be pertinent to mention that this 
Tribunal cannot reconsider the domestic enquiry afresh for 
the award has already been passed in Ref. No. 37/76 and the 
^me has been-upheld held by the Hon’ble High Court. 
The learned counsel for the concerned workmen has not 
c'ted any authority to show that the judgement of the Criminal 
Court which is the subsequent event in this case can be 
considered at any stage of the award already passed. The 
award -F.xf. M-l 2 justifying the action of the management 
was confirmed by the Hon’ble High Court. In the circums¬ 
tances I think the concerned workman cannot get any relief 
specially when the Writ petition has already been dis¬ 
missed. 

Tb : s is my Award. 

B. RAM, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 11th' October, 1993 

S.O. 2362.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Deputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
h.reby pubhshes the award of the Central Government 
industrial Tribunal New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
ui the industrial-dispute between the employers in relation 
to ihe management of F.C.I. and their workmen, which was 
r.cei ed by the-Central Government on 7-10-1993. 

[No. L-22012/1/F/90-JR (C-II)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

b, , ORE SHRI GANPAT1 SHARMA, PRESIDING OFFI- 
t." R CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TIUBU 
NAL, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 16/92 
In the matter of dispute : 

BETWEN 

Shri Mohd. Ayub. 

through Mahamantry, 

Food Corporation of India Executive 
Fmoloyccs Union (North Zofie) 

2337, Dharampura, Ghe Pee Wdra front 
Chawri Bazar, Delhi-110006. 


Versus 

Anchal Prabhandhak (North) 

Food Corporation of India, 

Fourth Floor, Ansal Bhawan, 

Kasturba Gandhi Marg, 

New Delhi-110001. 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri Vinod Kumar with the workman. 

Shri Daya Kishau Deputy Manager, Acbnn. alongwith 
Shri V. K. Mulhotra. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour vide 
its Order No, L-22012/1/F/90-I.R. (C-II) dated 24-2-92 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of Food Cor¬ 
poration of India in debarring their workman Shri 
Mohd/ Ayub, Assistant Grade I (Depot), from pro¬ 
motion vide order dated 28/29-3-88 particularly 
when he was not relieved to join new place of 
posting, is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
concerned workmen is entitled to 7” 

2. The dispute between the parties was amicably settled 
and on the application of the parties the case was taken up. 
Parlies filed settlement Ex. M-l, It was duly signed by 
both the parties. In view of this settlement Ex. M-l shall 
form part of this award. Parties are directed to be bound 
by the terms of the settlement and shall bear their own costs 
of this dispute. 

Dated : 16th September, 1993. 

GANPATI SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, AN§AL BHAVAN, 

NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 16|/1992 

Date of Hearing 

1 26-10-1993, 

Shri Mohd. Ayub through 
the General Secretary, 

FCI Executive Employees Union (NZ) Workman 
Vs. 

The Zonal Manager (North), 

Food Corporation of India, 

Ansal Bhavan, Kasturba 

Ganffifi Marg, New Delhi. Management 

Subject.—Application for consent award between the parties 
in file above noted matter. 

Respected Sir, 

Most respectfully showeth :— 

1. That the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide their Order No. L-22012/1 /Fi/90-IR (C-II), 

dated tjie.24th February, 1992 referred the following 
dispute to this Hon’ble Tribunal for adjudication :— 

' “Whether the action of the Management of Food 
Corporation of Tndia in debarring their workman 
Shri Mofid. Ayub, Assistant Grade-I (Depot) from 
promotion vide order dated 28729-3-1988 parti- 
cullary when he was not relieved to join the New 
place of Posting is justified 7 If not, to wfaM 
relief the concerned workman is entitled to j? 

2 ; The FCI Executive Employees Union, North Imp 
stfhich has raised the dispute leading to the order of 
adjudication by Government of India Ministry of 
Labour discussed the issue for amicable settlement 
Of the dispulo on 12-1-1993. 

3. That after detailed discussions, it has been agreed 
by both the parties to settle the dispute on the follow- 
ng terms and conditions :— 
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(a) That the Zonal Offices (North) Order dated 28/ 
29-3-1988 debarring Shri Mohd. Ayub bearing No. 
E,I/2(4)/87/NZ. 

from promotion for a period of one year is to be withdrawn 
and his order of promotion bearing No. B-l./2(4)/87-NZ, 
dated 29-12-88 is to be restored with modified place of posting 
to New Delhi. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TR1BU- 
NAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. BANGALORE 

Dated thi3 29th day of September, 1993 

Present : 

Sri M. B. Vishwanalh, B.Sc.,B.L., Presiding Officer. 


(b) That neitlior the union nor the workman will claim 
arrears of pay at any state of time on account of 
notional empanelment and notional Pay fixation 
upto the date' of joining on promotion. The no¬ 
tional pay, will, however, be admissible to him 
from the date of his joining at the place of posting. 

(c) That the cost of the case will be borne by respective 
parties. 

Thai the Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to decide the 
Issue in the form of consent award. 

Sd/- 

WORKMAN 

THROUGH 

Sd/- 

Sd/- 

Sd /- 

MANAGEMENT 
Fod Corporation of India 
New Delhi 

DAYA KRTSHAN, Dy. Manager(ADWN) 


Its atuhorised 
representative 
(VINOD, KUMAR) 

General Secretory, 

FCI. Executive Employees 
Uniop (NZI, New Delhi. 

Its authorised 
representative 
(A. N. RAIN A) 

Dated : 16th September, 1993. 
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New Delhi, the 11th October, 1993 

S.O. 2363,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal Bangalore as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers In relation to 
the management of F.C.I. and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 6-10-93. 

(No. L-22012/345/F[92-IR.C-I1] 
RAJA LAL," Desk Officer 


Central Reference No, 17/93 
I party 

The Gen. Secretary, 

F.C.I.E.U., 

No. 1,' Mission Road, 
BangalOre-27. 

(By Sri -S. Raju, Adv.,) 
v/s. 

’ II party 

The Regional Manager, 

Food Corporation of India, 

No. 10, Mission Road, 
Bangalore, 

(By Sri Y.K.N. Sharma, Adv.,) 
AWARD 

In Ibis reference made by the Hon’ble Central Govt, by 
its order No. L-22012/345/F/92-IR (C. II) Dt. 23-2-93 under 
Sec. 10(2A) (1) (d) of LD. Act the point for adjudication 
as per schedule to reference is :— 

"Whether tb: action on the part of the management of 
Food Corporation of India in denying promotion of 
Asst. Grade-I ns well as denial of fixing correct 
position in the seniority list of Asst. Glade-11 in 
respect of workman Sh. D. Krishna Murthy is jus¬ 
tified ? If not to what relief the workman are en¬ 
titled to?” 

2. hi the claim statement the I party workman D. Krishna 
Murthy has contended that he joined service on 31-1-71. The 
1[ party published the seniority list of Asst. Grade-Ill on 
22-8-73. In this list the I party workman’s name is at SI. 
No. 3P3. The names of other employees viz., N. Surya Rao, 
A.K. Mohan Rao. K.E. Mohana Sundaram and K. Saibabu arc 
SI. No. 305, 307, 314 and 316 respectively. The I party work¬ 
men and the others were promoted as Asst. Grndc-II by 
common order dt. 7-5-76-.' The IT party has published a pro¬ 
visional list of Assts. Grade-II on 30-9-77. In this list while 
Mohana Sundaram, A. R. Mohnna Rao and Surya Rao though 
junior to I parly workman in Asst. Grade-TIT, have been 
placed wrongly above I party workman. This seniority list is 
wrong- The Seniority list of Asst. Gradc-II published by 
II party as on 30-9-77 is to be recast, and the I party work¬ 
man D. Krishna Murthy should he placed above Mohanh 
Sundrratn, Sai Rabu, Snmva Rao and Mohana Rao. Secondly 
I party has to be promoted as Asst. Grade-I from the date 
of the aforesaid persons who are promoted as Asst. Grade-I. 

3. In the counter statement the II party has justified its 
action. 

4. Neither party has adduced evidence. Both parties relied 
on the admitted documents and argued the matter. 

5. In the seniority list of Asst, Grade-Ill as on 31-12-71 
the I narty workman D. Krishna Murthy is shown at SI. 
No. 303, whereas the other four persons are below the I 
party workman. This seniority list is correct, obviosly based 
on the date each party joined service. 

jrf. By common order d*. 7-5-76 the I party workman and 
die Other four persons in question were promoted as Asst. 
Gradb U. In (his promotion order the I party is at SI. No. 16 
anti the Other 4 persbns are at SI. Nos, 20, 24, 27 and 29 
rcspec’ively, 

7. From the odmilted facts stated above it is abundantly 
dear 'hat the I party workman is senior to A. P., Mohnna 
Rao. 'Surya Rro, Mohana Sundaram apd Sai Babu, There¬ 
fore T hold that Seniority list of Asst. Oradc-TT as on 31-12-82 
showing the- T warty workman at SI. No. 49 below Mohnna 
Sundaram, K. Sutya 'Rao and Mohana Rao is clearly wrong. 
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ORDER 

It is hereby declared that I party workman D, Krishna 
Murthy is entitled for promotion as Asst. Grade-I w.e.f. 
the date Mohana Sundaram, K. Sai Babu were promoted and 
he shall be placed above A. Rama Mohana Rao and Shiva- 
rama Sbarma, Mohana Stmdaram, K. Sai Babu and K. 
Surya Rao, This order is made taking into consideration 
tho award in C.R. 18/93. 

The II party shall grant all consequential reliefs to the I 
party workman. But he is not entitled to back wages in the 
promotional post. Reference accepted as stated herein. Sub¬ 
mit to Government. 

(Dicated to Stenographer, typed by him, corrected, signed "by 
me on this 29th day of Sept,, 1993). 

M. B. VTSHWANATH, Presiding Officer 
11 1993 
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New Delhi, the 11th October, 1993 

S.Q. 2364.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes tho award of the Central Government in¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexurc, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of S.C.C. Ltd. and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 5-10-93. 

[No. L-22012/313 /90-1R C-IIJ 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

Sri Y. Venkatachalam M.A., B.L., Industrial Tribunal-I. 

Dated, 4th day of September, 1993 
Industrial Dispute No. 17 of 199t 
BETWEEN 

The President, S.C.M.K. Sangh (BMS), P.O, Ramu- 
krishnapur, Dist. Adilabad. ...Petitioner. 

AND 

The General Manager, M/s. S.C, Co. Ltd., P.O. Kalyati- 
khani, Dist Adilabad .,. Respondent. 

APPEARANNCES : 

Sri R. N. Reddy, Counsel—for the Petitioner. 

M/s. K. Srinivasa Murthy and G. Sudha, Counsels— 
for the Respondent. 

AWARD 

Tiie Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by its 
Order No. L-2012/313/90-IRfC.II), dated 12-6-199J referred 
the following dispute under Section 10(lXd) (2A) of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 between the employers in rela¬ 
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tion to the Management of M/s. Slngareni Collieries Com¬ 
pany Limited, Mandamarri and their workmen to this Tri¬ 
ll ual for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the Management of M/s. S.C. 
Co, Ltd., Mandamarri, in dismissing Sri Joseph 
Victor, Driver, Kalyanikhani w.e.f, 26-7-1978 from! 
Company's services is justified? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled to?” 

This reference is registered as Inustrial Dispute No. 17 of 
1971 and notices were given to both the partita. 

2. The brief facts of the claim statement filed by the 
Petitioner-Union read as follows : 

It is submitted that Sri Joseph Victor S/o Marian, the 
concerned workman in this dispute, was appointed in the 
year 1966 as General Mazdoor by the Respondent ;nd later 
promoted as Driver in the year 1975. And that he wont 
on leave from 4-6-197R to 15-6-1978 and could not report 
for duty immediately after the completion of bis leave due 
to his sticknc-s. And that the Respondent struck of the name 
of Sri Victor from rolls of Ihe Company as per the Com¬ 
pany's Standing Order 11(C). Therefore he submitted a re¬ 
presentation dated 20-12-1982 which did not solicit any 
reply. And that he approached the Sinparoni Collerles 
Workers Union and its office bearer Sri V.T. Abrahlm who 
raised an industrial dispute by letter dated 9-1-1984. Un¬ 
fortunately Sri V. T. Abrahim was murdeccd in the same 
year and the case of the workman suffered a set back. It 
is submitted that Sri Victor again approached the Company 
authorities. He filed representations dated 22-3-1986 and 
9-5-1986 for which the Chief Personnel Officer of the Res¬ 
pondent Company was kind enough to reply by letter dated 
28-5-1986 stating that h ; s case was under consideration. The 
Chief Personnel Officer also wrote another letler dated 
3-9-86 stating that the workman was interviewed on 26-6-84 
for a temporary job of Driver, but he could not be appoint¬ 
ed due to the calling of the strike by the Drivers, and no 
further reply was received by the workm.n. During the 
conciliation the management refused to take back the work¬ 
man for duty cn the plea that the claim was belated. But 
the Union submitted their view's explaining the delay as 
staled above. It is submitted that the concerned workman 
was removed from service illegally by the Respondent with¬ 
out giving him an opportunity to explain in tho reasons 
for his over stay after the leave expired and that no charge 
was levelled against the concerned workman for tho ab¬ 
senteeism calling for the explanation from him. No enquiry 
was conducted on the charge. Thus the Respondent com¬ 
pany violated the principles of natural justice. The Com¬ 
pany’s Standing Order 11(c) is illegal and urcasonablo and 
uJtravircs of the Constitution of India since it provides un¬ 
reasonable powers to the Respondent to remove the perma¬ 
nent workman without any enquiry. It is submitted that the 
several Hon’ble High Courts and the Hon’ble Supremo 
Court of India in number of judgements held that the ter¬ 
mination of service for any reason other than that the dis¬ 
ciplinary action, termination by efflux of time in terms of 
agreement, loss of lien in terms of Standing Order and striking 
off name of a workman from rolls by the employers 
amounts to retrenchment under Section 2(uo) of the I.D, 
Act and the workmen are entitled for the benefit under 
Sec, 25-F of the I.D. Act, Admittedly in tho case of Sri 
Victor no notice was given to him under Section 25F of the 
I.D. Act. It is submitted that the Respondent considered 
several cases of the persons whose name were struck off 
from the rolls of the Company and appointed them in the 
Company but failed to consider the case of Sri Victor. The 
Respondent was to keep the names of persons whose names 
were stmek-pff as per the Clause 11(C) of the Compay’s 
Standing Order in the Badli list as provided for in the same 
clause, but in the case of Sri Victor the respondent failed 
to maintain his name in the Badli list. For the above rea¬ 
sons it is prayed, that this Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased 
to pass an award holding the action of the Respondent com¬ 
pany in striking off the name of Sri Joseph Victor, Ex. Driver 
from rolls of the company in 26-7-1978 as illegal and irn- 
reasoanble and ai consequence direct the Respondent to 
reinstate Sri 1 Joseph Victor Driver into service with all con¬ 
sequential benefits including full back wages or otherwise 
the concerned workman will be put to great hardship and 
irrepairable loss and pass such other order or orders as this 
Hon’ble Tribunal deems just and necessary. 
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3. The brief facts of the counter filed, by the Respondent 
Management reads *as follows:—During the d-sputed period 
Sri Joseph Victor was working as Ambulance Driver for 
vehicle bearing No. API 1709 at Ramakrishuapur R. N. 
Dispensary and in normal course of his duhe.> he had to 
take vehicle a* per the need between Mandamarri Dispensary 
and Area Hospital, Bellampalli Sri Joseph Victor was on 
duty on 26-5-1978. While in official duty on that day 
he took the ambulance vehicle No. API 1709 

and drove it In harsh and negligent manner and caused fatal 
accident to Sri Samala Gouriah Trammer, KK 2 Incline 
of the company. The public who have witnesses 
this accident became furious, set ablaze the 

ambulance, seized the dead-body of Gouriah, thus created 
law and order problem. He submitted a leave application 
on 4th June, 1978 requesting the Management to sanction 
leave from 4th June, 1978 to 15th June, 1978. For the period 
he requested, management has sanctioned leave. Even after 
expiry of the leave sanctioned, he did not turn up for duty 
nor had he asked for extension of leave, but just absented. 
As such, the Management was constrained to pass orders 
under Clause 11(C) of the Company's Standing Orders. The 
allegation that he submitted a representation on 28th Decem¬ 
ber, 1982 is totally false. It is submitted that in the year 
1984 the Drivers at Ramakrishnapur area issued a strike 
notice. So as to see that the entire work should not come 
to a stand still, at that time to make alternative arrangements 
for mining work and transportation of coal etc., manage¬ 
ment interviewed several drivers for temporary posts. At 
that lime the workman in dispute submitted an application 
and he was also interviewed on 26th June, 1984 for tempo¬ 
rary job of driver. But he could not be appointed due to 
calling off of the strike by drivers. The allegation that the con¬ 
cerned workman was removed from service illegally by Com- 
any without giving any opportunity to explain reasons for 
is over-stay after the leave expired, is totally false. It may 
be noticed that tho Petitioner Union and the other Union 
which alleged to have espoused his case are very active and 
raised several demands from 1978 to 1991 and also entered 
into settlements. It is submitted that no enquiry was conduct¬ 
ed on the charge and that the Respondent company violated 
the principles of natural justice is not correct. It is not neces¬ 
sary to issue a notice to Sri Joseph Victor under Section 
25-F of the I.D. Act. The Petitioner has misconstrued the 
legal position. It is true that the Company has considered 
several cases of similarly placed employees and considered 
them on merits those who have approached the management 
within one year. Sri Joseph Victor’s case cannot be viewed 
sympathetically he alleged, as he failed to comply his obli¬ 
gations under a law, failed to report when accident occurred 
abandoned the vehicle, never bothered to find out what had 
happened to the vehicle, It is submitted that there are no 
merits in the petitioner’s case, the workman in dispute is not 
entitled for award as prayed for, much less for reinstatement 
with all consequential benefits including full back wages; and 
the action of the management being justified, the claim peti¬ 
tion filed by the petitioner may please be dismissed with costs. 
In view of the above mentioned facts, this T-fon’hle Court 
may be pleased to dismiss the application. 

4. W.W.l was examined on behalf of the Petitioner Union 
and marked Exs. W1 to W12. On the other hand M.W1 and 
M.W2 were examined on behalf of the Respondent and mark¬ 
ed Exs. Ml to M3. 


5. The noint for adludications whether the action of the 
management of M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Mandamarri in dismissing Sri Joseph Victor, Driver. Kalvani- 
khani w.e.f. 26th July, 1978 from Company’s services is justi¬ 
fied? 

6 . W.W1 is A. Joseph. He deposed that he is the concern¬ 
ed workman in the reference in this I.D, He applied for leave 
from 4th June, 1978 to 15th June, 1978 and the leave was 
sanctioned. I-Ic could not report to duty on the expiry of the 
sanctioned leave as he fell sick. One week thereafter he re¬ 
ported to duty and submitted a medical certificate from a 
private doctor. The Respondent did not accept his medical 
certificate and . informed him that his name was struck out 
from the rolls under Clause life) of certified Standing Orders 
of the Respondent, So he approached the Personnel Officer 
and the General Manager and represented his case and re¬ 


quested them to rcinstato him and they did not permit hlaj 
to join duty. So lie submitted a representation dated 1st 
February, 1986 to tho General Manager of the Respondent 
requesting him to reinstate him into service. Aguin the Chief 
Personnel Officer wrote another letter dated 3rd September, 
1986 to him stating that the drivers strike is called off and 
therefore he cannoi be accommodated and the photostat copy 
of the said letter is Ex. W4. While he was driving the ambu¬ 
lance on 26th May, 1978 an accident took place near C. R. 
Club, Mandamarri, In the said accident one Mr. Shyamala 
Gouraiah workman of K.K.2 Incline came on a cycle in a 
drinken state in the opposite direction and fell underneath 
the back wheel of the ambulance and died in the accident. 
So he went to the Mandamarri Police Station and gave a 
report about the accident. During tho investigation it found 
that the accident was not occurred due to his fault and the 
case was referred treating the case as accidental as per final 
report submitted by the Inspector of Police, Mancherial and 
the final report was recorded treating the caso as accidental 
and the F.I.R. was closed by the Judicial First Class Magis¬ 
trate, Luxettipet. The xerox copy of the final report submit¬ 
ted by the Inspector of Police Mtmchcrial under Section 173 
Cr. P.C. in Crime No. 33 of 1978 of Mandamarri Police 
Station is Ex, W9. He prays the Tribunal to pass an award 
holding that the action of the Respondent in striking off his 
name from rolls of the Company on 26th July, 1978 as Ille¬ 
gal and unreasonable and to direct the Respondent to reinstate 
him into service with full back wages and other consequen¬ 
tial benefits. No domestic enquiry was conducted in this case 
against him. Though he tried to securo job elsewhere after 
he was removed from service, he could not secure any job 
till now. 

7. M.W1 is B. I. Vijay Kumar. He deposed that he is 
working as Personnel Officer in Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited since 10 years. He is well acquainted with the facts 
of this case. The petitioner was appointed on 31st March, 
1966. On 26th May, 1978 the Company ambulance driver by 
the petitioner was met with an accident. After the accident 
the petitioner responded that he has not given any information 
to the management. After the gap of one week, he applied tor 
leave from 4th to 15th June, 1978 and that leave was sanc¬ 
tioned. On 16th June, 1978 the petitioner was supposed to 
attend duty but he has not turned for duty. After that the 
petitioner never reported for duty at any time. As the Peti¬ 
tioner lost his lien, he was removed from the service as per 
company’s Standing Order 11(C). Ho was removed from ser¬ 
vice through their letter dated 27th June, 1978 with effect 
from 16th June, 1978. They have not received any represen¬ 
tation from the Petitioner of that then H.M.S. and B.M.S. 
Unions representations. They have not received any represen¬ 
tation from the petitioner on 20th December, 1982 as he 
mentioned in his claim statement. The workman is not entitled 
for any relief even as per the above agreement. 

8 . M.W2 is V. Datta Prasad Rao. He deposed that he 
knows the case of Joseph Victor who was employed as Driver 
at Dispensary Mandamarri as Ambulance Driver. On 2,6th 
May, 1978 accident took place while Joseph Victor was driv¬ 
ing Ambulance. The Ambulance Van hit a cyclist and person 

died on the spot. Thereupon workers gathered there set 
ablaze the vehicle. He was not at the spot at that time. After 
that incident, Joseph Victor has not attended the duty. For 
one week he remained absent, He applied for leave. After 
expiry of the leave even after 10 days he has not attended 
the duty. So he was removed from the duty as per Standing 
Orders. No representation has come from any Union or em¬ 
ployee Joseph Victor come from availing the benefit under 
Ex. Ml. Ttem No. 9 Ex. M3 is 27th June, 1978 letter given 
(o him intimating him to loose his lien under 11 -C those 
employees who availed opportunity under settlement the list 
has been prepared and the employees were sent to the mine 
to be on the rolls as Badlies. 

9. Tlie claim of Joseph Victor is that he was dismissed from 
service from 27th June, 1978 (Ex. M3) without notice and 
enquiry and hence the same amounts to retrenchment under 
Section 2(oo) of the I.D. Act end the Respondent did not 
comply with the provisions of the Section 25-F of the I.D. 
Act and therefore he is entitled for reinstatement with back 
wages. He relies on 1984 Lab. I.C. 90 W.P. No. 704/90 1982 
Lab, I.C. page 811 and 1985 L.LC. 1733. He further leJied 
on 1988 (IT) LLJ 343 and 1986 Lab, I.C. 1203 with regard 
to laches. The Respondent opposed the claim of the Petitioner 
on the ground of laches saying the reference is about 12 year* 
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later. They rely on 1964 (1) LLJ page 622. Further thoy argu¬ 
ed that Joseph Victor was involved in an accident on 26th 
May, 1976 which resulted in a death of a person. Further the 
name of Joseph Victor was struck off from the rolls in terms 
of Standing Order No. 11(C) of the certified Standing Order. 

F! '1 Ire admitted facts of the case are (i) Joseph Victor was 
r . .ti. i .d from die rul.s from 27-6-1978 tJtrough Ex. M3 (ii) 
No , notice was given nr no enquiry was conducted before 
sufli r muv.il, (iiil the Accident occurred on 26 5-1978 to the 
. Ambulance which was driven by Joseph Victor. Striking 
of name of a wotkman from the rolls by any manage¬ 
ment without giving notice or conducting an enquiry is an 
action to be struck down by any Industrial Court, Before 
any’htng falls on anybody's neck he has to be informed 
that Y'hat for his neck is being cut. 1 am guided in this 
respect by the decision of our Hon’ble High Court in 
MOHD. ABDUL KHADER v A. P. STATE ROAD 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION reported In 1984 Lab. I.C. 
Page 90 in which case tire regulation 39 of the A.P.S.R.T.C. 
Employees (Leave) Regulations 1963 was in question. And 
the said regulation is s'milar to that of Standing Order No, 
11(c) of the Certified Standing Orders of the Singarcni Col¬ 
lieries Company Limited. And that the said regulation was 
held hud and the Bench held that : 


“We must huld that the termination of the services of 
the petitioner herein for overstay on expiry' 
of the leave amount to retrenchment and 
as admittedly neither the requirements of Section 
25-F have been fulfilled by the Management not 
any enquiry whatsoever was held to justify the 
action of the termination on the ground of mis¬ 
conduct, the impugned proceedings must be quash¬ 
ed.” 

In view of the above clear findings, I find that T need not 
look into any other decisions since the facts of the above 
case are very much similar to the case of the present dispute 
of the petitioner. 

11. Further the Management opposes the claim mainly on 
the ground of laches relying on 1964 (II) LLJ page 622. 
Here again I find that I am guided by later decisions one 
of the Hon’blc Supreme Court 1988 (II)LLJ page 343 where¬ 
in the workman was denied back wages for the delay in njK 
preaching the Court. And the Hon’ble Karnataka H'gh 
Court in 1986 Lab. T.C. 1203 held that instead of dismissing 
the petition consequential benefits arc restricted for 3 years. 
Therefore I am of the clear view that the case of the peti- 
tiohei shall not be rejected totally for the reason of delay. 
However the petitioner explains the delay through exhibits 
upto some extent and therefore the benefits can be restricted. 
Further the accident iv.u - is solved by Ex. W12 wherein the 
investigation officer found that the accident was not due to 
negligence of Joseph Victor mid the Judicial First Class 
Magistrate, Laxetti.pet closed the criminal proceedings. How¬ 
ever it is not the cure of the management also that Joseph 
Victor was dismissed from service due to the sa d accident 
Therefore this issue has no relevancy' to the in lustr’al dis¬ 
pute. For the above reasons I have no hesitation to hold that 
the management is not instilled in dismissing Jo eph Victor 
on 26-7-1978 from service and inconsequence direct the 
management to reinstnte Joseph Victor as Driver. 

12. In the result, the action of the Management of Mjs. 
Singsreni Collieries Company limited, Mnitd&marri, in dis¬ 
missing Sri Toserb Victor, Driver, Kalyamkhani w.e.f. 
26-7-1978 from Company's service Is not justified. Sri 
Joseph Victor is entitled to be reinstated into service with 
full back wages and with all other attendant benefits, 


Award passed accordingly. 

Tvped to mv dictation, given under my hand and the seal 
of this Tribunal, tfijs the 4th day of September, 1993. 

Y. VENKATACHALAM, Industdiul Tribunal-1 


Appendix of Fvidence 


Wimosses Examined or. 
behalf of the Pctitionerf 
Workman: 

W. WJ A Joseph 


Witnesses Examined cm 
behalf of the Respondentj 
Management: 

M-WI B.T. VIjay Kumar 
M.W2 V. Datla Prasad. 
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Documents marked for the Petitioner: 

Ex. W1 9-1-84-—Letter to intimate the Conciliation Pro¬ 
ceedings Letter to AI.C Manchcria! by Vice Presi¬ 
dent of the Union. 

Ex. W2 1-2-86—Letter given to the G.M. for rc-ttppoint- 
ment by the Petitioner-workman. 

Ex. W3 28-5-86—Reply by CPO to W2 (Pho'ostat copy) 

Ex, W4 3-9-86—Another reply by C.P.O. 

Its. W5 19-9-88—Representation before ALC(C) Man- 
cherial by the Union, 

Ex. W6 15-2-91—Rejection of the reference by the Gov¬ 
ernment of India. 

Ex. W7 27-3-91—Advocates’s Note to the Secretary, 
Ministty of Labour. 

Ex. W8—Postal Acknowledgement to Ex. W7. 

Fx. W9—Xerox copy of Final Report submitted by the 
C.I, of Police Mancherial in Crime No. 33178, U| 
Sec. 173 Cr. P.C. 

Ex. W10 Original of Ex. W3. 

Ex. Wll—Original of Ex. W4. 

Ex. W12—Original or Ex. W9, 

Documents marked for the Management: 

Ex. Ml 29-1-89—Settlement xerox coppy. 

Ex. M2—Xerox copy of Standing Orders. 

Ex. M3 27-6-78—Letter of intimation of loosing the lean. 
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New Delhi, the 11th October, 1993 

S O 2365.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the El urinal 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Bangalore as shown in the Anncx ire, in 
the industrial dispute between the mployers in rel:- -on to 
the management of F.C.I. and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 6-10-1993 

[No. L-22012/341/F/92-IS.C-II] 
RAJA I,AT-, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, BANGALORE 

Dated, this 29th day of September, 1993 
PRESENT: 

Sri M. B. Vishwanath, B.Sc., B.L., Presiding Officer. 

Central Ref. No. 18/93 

The General Secy., 

F.C.T. Employees Union, 

No. 10. Mission Road. 

Banealore-27. 
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The Regional Manager, 

Food Corporation of India, 

No. 10, Mission Road, 

Banintlore-27, 

(By Sri Y.K.N. Sharma, Adv.) 

AWARD 

In lhis reference made by ihe Hon’blc Central Government 
by its Order No. L. 22012 7341/F/92-IR(C.II) dt. 23-2-9.1 
under Section 10(2A)il)(d) of I D. Act, the point for adjudica¬ 
tion as per w-hedule to reference is :— 

"Whether the action on the part of the management 
of hood Corporation of India in denying the piomo- 
tion of Asstl. Grade-I as well as denial of fixing 
i or reef position in seniority list of Asstt. Grade 11 
in respect of workmen Shri A. R, Mohana Rao and 

Sitri t. K. Shivarama Sharma is justified ? Tf not, 

to what relief the workmen are entitled to ?” 

2. The two T party workmen A. Ramamohana Rao (A- R. 

Mohana Rao) and Sri J. K. Shivarama Sharma have stated 

in their claim petition that though they are senior to K. E. 

Mohana Sundaram and K. Sai Babu they have been placed 
below these two persons in the seniority list of Asstt. 
Grade-Tl as on 30-9-77. They have stated they made repre¬ 
sentations that this seniority list was incorrect hut the list 
has not been corrected. They have prayed that an award 
should be passed directing the II party to recast the seniority 
list of Asstt. Grade II and place them above K. E. Mohana 
Sundaram nnd K. Sni Babu and consequently promote them 
as Asstt. Grade 1 from the date Mohana Sundaram and Sai 
Babu were promoted. 

3. In the counter statement it is contended by the II party 
that everything is in order and the seniority list published is 
perfectly alright. They have prayed that the reference should 
be rejected. 

4. In Ihe order sheet dated 30-7-93 it is stated that the point 
for consideration is covered by the schedule to reference and 
no separate issues are necessary. 

5. Neither party has adduced evidence. Both the Learned 
Counsel a'gned on (he basis of records produced. 

6 . I will refer to the documents produced and arrive at 
the conclusion. 

7. The seniority list of Asstt. Grade III as on 31-12-71 
shows that the SI. No. of A. R. Mohana Rao Is 307 and 
Shivarama Sharma is 311. This seniority list shows that 
SI. No, of Mohana Sundaram is 314 and that of Sai Babu 
is 316. This seniority list of Asstts. Grade-Ill on 31-12-71 
is based on the date of joining service as Asstt. Gradc-IIT. 
This Seniority List shows that A. R. Mohana Rao joined 
the service on 10-2-71 and Shivarama Sharma joined service 
on 20-2-71. whereas Mohana Sundaram joined on 27-2-71 
and Sai Babn joined service on 29-3-71. 

8 . The office order showing the promotion of Asstt. Grade- 
11! as Asstt. Grade-TT (Ministerial) is produced. This shows 
thnl nil (he four persons of Asslt. Gradc-TTI in question have 
b"-n ni-omoied ns Assll Grade-Il. In this order of promo¬ 
te n A. R. Mohana Rao is at SI. No. 20, Shivarama Sharma 
is at SI. No. 24. whereas Mohana Sundaram is at SI. No. 
27 nnd Sni Babu is at SI. No. 29. 


9. Thom ihe facts stated ahove it is clear that A. R. 
Mohana Rro arid J. K.. Shivarama Sharma are senior to 
Mohana Sundaram and Sai Babu. In the seniority list of 
Asstt. Grade-II dated 31-12-82 A. R. Mohana Rao is shown 
al SI. No. 47 and Shivarama Sharma is '-hown at SI, No. 
51, hut Mohana Sundaram is shown at SI, No, 23 and Sai 
Babu is shown at SI. No, 26. Bearing in mind (lie da'e 
of joining service of the I party workmen and their seniority 
in the Asslt. Grade-TII list the conclusion is inescapable that 
the seniority list of Asstt. Grade-11 as on 31-12-87 is wrong 
and the I party workmen are entitled to come above Mohana 
Sundaram nnd Sai Babu. 

2401 GI/93—7. 


ORDER 

It is hereby declared that the 1 party workmen A. R. 
Mohana Rao and Shivarama Sharma arc entitled for promo¬ 
tion os A “"lit. Grade-1 w.e.f. (he dale K. E. Mohana Sundaram 
and K. S.ti Babu were promoted as Asstt, Grade-I and both 
the workmen shall be placed above Mohana Sundaram and 
Sai Babu. 

The II party management shall grant all the consequential 
reliefs to the I party workmen. But they are not entitled 
lo back wages in the promotional post. Reference accepted 
as stated herein. Submit to Government. 

(Diclaled to Stenographer, typed by him, corrected, signed 
by me on this 29th day of September, 1993). 

M. B. VTSHWANATH, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, tho 12th October, 1993 

S.O. 2365.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribunal, Hydera¬ 
bad as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management of State 
Bank of India and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 11-10-93. 

[No, U-12012/10/87-D-IKA)]! 
S. S, K. RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNfeXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT ■ 

Sri Y, Venkatachalam, M.A.B.L., Industrial TribunaM. 
Dated 27th day of September, 1993 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 47 OF 1987 
BETWEEN 

The Workmen of State Bank of India, 
represented by Slate Bank Employees' 

Union (affiliated to ATBEA) Pcddibhotla- 

vari Street, VLTAYWADA-520 001. Petitioner 

AMD 

The Management of Slal ■ Bank of India, 

Region III, Regional Office, Tirupa'hi, 

Chitoor District. . . Respondent. 

APPEARANCES : 

M/s. D. S. R. Varma & C. Balnjina''ayana, Advocates 
for the Petitioner-Workmen. 

M/s. K. Srinivasa Worthy, G Sudha, A. Visahkshmi, 
Advocate for the Respondent-Management. 
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AWARD 

J he Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by its Order 
No. L-l2012,/J 0/87-D.II(A), dt. 24-9-1987 referred the fol¬ 
lowing dispute under Section 10(l)(d,) & (2A) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 between the employers in relation to tno 
Management of State Bank of India and their workmen to 
this Tribunal for adjudication : 

"Whether the action on the part of the Management of 
State Bank of India in relation to Region III, Tiru¬ 
pathi in serving notice of termination dated 9-10-86 
on Sri M, Ramakrishna Rao, Messenger informing 
that his services will stand terminated with effect 
from 30-11-1986 is fair and justifiable 7 If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled 7" 

The reference is registered as Industrial Dispute No. 47 of 
1987 and notices were served to both the parties. 

The brief contents of the claim statement filed by the Peti¬ 
tioner read as follows :•—Sri M. Ramakrishha Rao joined the 
Eluru Branch of the Respondent Bank as Godown Watchman 
on 1-1-1970. After he had put in mdre than 240 days con¬ 
tinuous service, the Respondent Bank illegally and unjustifi¬ 
ably terminated his services. His case was taken up by the 
Petitioner Union and Sri Ramakrishna Rao was reinstated and 
posted as Messenger at Tirupathi Branch on 10th August, 
1983. He was paid hackwages from 16th January, 1976 
viz., the date on which the Supreme CouTt rendered judgement 
in the “Sundermoney Case". By its circular No. PER. 401-3-3 
dated 27th January 1984 the Respondent Bank decided to 
confirm all the reinstated workmen retrospectively w.e.f. 
2-1-1981 wiih a notional period of probation of 6 months, 
Sri Ramakrishna Rao was called for interview on 14-4-1984. 
Thereafter he was called for a “Medical Examination” on 
11-1-1985, viz. one year from the time of the circular re¬ 
garding confirmation and 9 months after the interview. He 
was again subjected to a medical examination in April 1985. 
The Specialist to whom Sri Ramakrishna Rao was referred in 
April 1985 certified that the workman was fit and that his 
vision was satisfactory. Seven months later, on 15-11-1985, 
Ramakrishna Rao was subjected to another medical exami¬ 
nation and the Respondent Bank purported to act of the 
opinion on that body and proposed to terminate, the services 
ox Sri Ramakrishna Rao. All the other work men reinstated 
along with Sri Ramakrishna Rao were confirmed in service 
retrospectively as of 2-1-1981. The Respondent Bank dis¬ 
criminated against Ramakrishna Rao by treating him as 
“temporary” and denying him the benefits like admission 
to the Provident Fund, supply of uniforms, encashment of 
leave etc. Since there was no follow up action on the part 
of the Respondent Bank, the Union wrote on 3-8-1986 to the 
Chief Regional Manager of the Bank, Tirupathi, requesting 
him to cause immediate action to confirm Sri Ramakrishna 
Rao with retrospective effect and to extend to him ail the 
attendant and consequential benefits. The Union therefore 
submits that the action of Respondent Bank to terminate the 
services of Ramakrishna Rao in terms of Section 25-F of the 
I. D. Act is clearly arbitrary and illegal and colourable. The 
workman Sri Ramakrishna Rao moved the High Court of 
Andhra Pradesh through a Writ Petition (W- P. No. 13790 
of 1987) which was admitted by the Hon’ble High Court. 
The JEgh Court also granted injunction restraining the Res¬ 
pondent Hank from giving effect to its notice dt. 24th August, 
1987. The petitioner submits that after the High Court in- 
inneted the Respondent, the order of reference dated 24th 
September. 1987 was received by the Petitioner on 28-9-1987. 
The Union submits the notice of proposed termination dated 
9-10-1986 of which the notico dt. 24-8-1987 is only an exten¬ 
sion. is clearly illegal and malafide and is a clear act of 
unfair labour practice. Further, the proposed termination Is 
also discriminatory and unjustified and amounts to victimisa¬ 
tion. besides being colourable. The Union, therefore, submits 
that h is just and necessary that this Hon'hlc Tribunal muv 
be pleased to quash and set aside the notice dt. 9-'"-1986 'and 
its corollary notice dt. 24-8-1987 as illegal and inoperative 
and to direct the Bank to confirm Sri Ramakrishna Rao w.e.f. 
2-1-1984 together with all attendant and consequential bene¬ 
fits and to nass aich other or direction as the Hon’ble Tribu¬ 
nal may deem fit in the circumstances of the case. 

b The brief fee’s of the roxmfer filed bv the Respondent- 
Bank is read as follows ■ Tt is true that Sri M. Ramakri-hna 
Rao, initially joined as temporary godown watchman at Eluru 


Branch on 1-1-1970. Tt is true that he has worked for 240 
days. It may be noticed that as on that date, there was no 
judgement stating that if an employee works for 240 days, 
he is entitled for reinstatement. Sundermoney’s case judge¬ 
ment came only in the year 1976. The Respondent Bank 
issued a circular on 27-1-1984 and decided to give benefit of 
reinstatement to all the extemporary employees and to absorb 
them in Bank’s service subject to their suitability vis-a-vis the 
eligibility criteria including satisfying medical standards as 
per the guidelines which are in force m the Bank all over the 
country. It may he noticed that for the ex-temporary emp¬ 
loyees whom the Bank intends to absorb and even for the 
employees who are in normal course recruited, the same rule 
is provided so tar as the medical fitness is concerned. It is 
respectfully submitted that the workman in dispute is having 
progressive opthalmic disease. As such, he could not be con¬ 
sidered fit for the Messenger’s post. So. the management has 
not regularised the services of the Petitioner workman and 
proposed to terminate him according to the guidelines of the 
Bank. This petitioner got examined himself and submitted 
a Certificate stating that he was medically fit. Inview of the 
contradictory opinions given by two different Doctors, the 
Medical Board was constituted, to afford a fair opportunity 
to the extemporary workmen, and the workman was asked 
lo undergo the medical examination at the local head office 
on 15-11-1985. Sri M. Ramakrishna Rao has undergone the 
medical examination and the Medical Board found him unfit 
for the post of Messenger. The Medical Board report re¬ 
vealed his visual acuity of 6/24 in both eyes partially night 
blindness and primary R. P. is present in both eyes. The 
Medical Certificate issued by the Medical Board was exa¬ 
mined by the Respondent Bank in the light of the medical 
guidelines and found that this employee is not suitable. After 
receipt of the Medical Board’s report the Management has 
proposed to terminate the services of the Petitioner and the 
Union has raised a dispute. It is true that this Petitioner 
Union made representation to the Chief Regional Manager 
also. Even the Chief Regional Manager has perused the 
petitioner’s case and found that it is contrary to the laid 
down procedure as a clear certificate was given by the Medi¬ 
cal Board stating that he is unfit for the Bank job. It may be 
noticed that this reference is with regard the “serving of 
notice of termination dt. 9-10-1986 on Sri M. Ramakrishna 
Rao, Messenger informing that his services will stand termi¬ 
nated w.e.f, 30-11-1986. 30-11-1986 has expired and rto ac¬ 
tion has been taken by tbe Management on the said proposed 
,'ermination order and the only action which was taken by 
the Management is on 24th August 1987. The workman is 
suffering from an incurable optic disease and as such he 
cannot carry on the job of a messenger. Tt is respectfully 
submitted that the reference itself is infructuous on this 
around pud therefore this Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to 
dismiss the claim petition, 

4, The point for adjudication is whether (fie action on the 
part of the Management in serving notice of termination dt. 
9-10-1986 on M. Ramakrishna Rao Messenger informing that 
his service will stand terminated w.e.f. 30-11-1986 is fair and 
justifiable 7 

5, W.W.l was examined on the behalf of the petitioner and 
Exs. W1 to W4 were marked. On the other side M.W] and 
M.W2 were examined on behalf of the Respondent marked 
Exs. Ml to Ml4. 

6 , W.W1 is M. Ramakrishna Rao, the concerned workman 
himself. In brief he deposed that he inined the service in 
the Respondent Bank on 1-1-1970 as Godown Watchman. He 
was terminated from the service after 9 months, The Union 
took up his cause. He has r-'instsm on 10-8-1983 as per the 
oidev dt. 29-7-1983. The said order is Ex Wl. He was paid 
his back wages for the period from 1°76 to 1983 in (he 
month of February 1984. He was called for interview in 
• he mnplh of April 198.1 for Permanent absorption in ’ho 
service. He was called for medical test in Tnnuarv 1985. Tire 
management of tb- Respondent did not inform him the re¬ 
sult of the medical test. Again he was sent for medical exa¬ 
m-nation in Anvil, 198S and nothing is informed to him about 
the revolts of that medical test also Again he was 'ent for 
medical test again in (he month of November. 1985 to the 
local head office. Hyderabad and the results of (hat f es t v, ,j s 
also no* informed to him bv (he Respondent Bank. In Octo¬ 
ber 1986 the Respondent terminated his serv'ces hv fb- order 
dt, 9-10-198(£ His services were terminated under Fx. W2 
on m-dical grounds that hi- eve sight was deprive. In Ihe 
Writ Petition No 13790 of 1987 filed bv Ihe Union, stay was 
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granted in his favour against the Respondent from terminating 
him from service. He prays that the action of the manage¬ 
ment Of the Respondent Bank in serving the notice of termi- 
mination dt. 9-10-1986 on his that his services will, stand 
terminated w.e.f. 30-11-1986 may be declared as unfair and 
unjustifiable and to confirm his services, from the date of 
Ex. W4 the management did not issue any notice about his 
medical fitness or about his deficiency in discharging his duties, 

7. M.W1 is M. Rama Murthy, In brief he deposed that he 
knows the facts of this case. He knows W.W1 \^as appointed 
as Godown Watchman on 1-1-1970 cm temporary basis. He 
was terminated from services on 1-10-1970., Again he was 
temporarily appointed as Messenger on 10-8-1983, along with 
some other temporary employees that were removed prev¬ 
iously, in v'ew of judgement in Sundormani’s case. After he 
joined the post, W.W1 was Sent for medical examination to 
die Specialist Orthonology by name Sri K. Venugopala Chary 
at Tinipathl. The Doctor gave a report stating that W.W1 was 
suffering primary R. P. that he is on treatment and that he 
may be improved. W.W1 got himself examined by another 
Doctor by name Sri Y. Venkataramana a special Opthomo- 
ligist and produced certificate dt. 9-4-1985 and the photostat 
copy of the said certificate is Ex, M3. Later W.W1 was re¬ 
ferred to a Medical Board constituted at the request of the 
respondent Ht Hyderabad and lie was examined by the Medi¬ 
cal Board and the Medical Board has given its opinion dr. 
15-11-1985 and the photostat copy of the said medical board 
opinion is Ex. M4. It is stated in Ex. M5 that W.W1 cannot 
be continued, 

8. The contention of the Petitioner that Sri M. Ramakrishna 
Rao. joined the Eluru Branch of the Respondent Bank as 
Godown Watchman on 1-1-1970, the Bank illegally and un¬ 
justifiably terminated his service against he was reinstated 
into service and posted as Messenger at Timpatlii Branch on 
lOih August, 1983, It is also contended that he was paid 
back wages from 16th January 1976 viz. the date on which 
the Supreme Court rendered judgement In the Sundermoney 
cast. Later he was called for interview on 14-4-1984 and 
thereafter he was called for a ‘‘Medical Examination" on 
11 t i ‘. lJ 5. ngn ; n on April 1985 and again on 15-11-1985 and 
finally the Respondent Bank decided to terminate his service 
on the ground that ho was medically unfit. Finally the con¬ 
cerned workman approached various authorities for the relief. 

9. On the other hand the contention of the Respondent- 

Bank (hat the Bank issued a Circular on 27-1-1984 and deci¬ 
ded to give benefits of reinstatement to all the extemporary 
employees and to absorb them in Bank’s service subject to 
their Miitubalifv v s-a-vis (he eligibility criteria including satis¬ 
fying standards as per the guidelines which are in force 
in (he Bank all over (he country. for regular appointment, 
medical fitness is compulsory. If they are not medically fit 
tlv'v r<r’ no f fVi lb**' 1v> e ‘* *hi“ mfjr> iq 

pute is having progressive opthalmic disease, as such, he could 
not be ronvdered fli for the Messenger’s post, and the Manage¬ 
ment proposed to terminate him according to the guidelines 
-of,the Bank. 

10. The Circular No. PER 401-3-3 dated 27-1-1984 
(he Respondent Bank decided to confirm all the feinstated 
workmen re(inspectively w.e.f. 2-1-1981 with a notional period 
of probation of 6 months. The Petitioner workman was called 
for interview on 14-4-1984. The Respondent did not 6tated 
anything of the interview conducted on ,14-4-1984. I am at a 
loss to understand, what interview was conducted, what was 
the outcome of the result of the Interview. Taking for granted 
that the Interview conducted on 14-4-1984 the petitioner- 
workman might have successfully gone through. The next step 
was the Medical Examination. As per the version of the 
Pe'hioner-workman (he Medication Examination was conduc¬ 
ted on 11-1-1983. The norm Is even if a candidate who has 
suc'-PrrfuHv got through the Banking Recruitment Board's 
Examination and annointment order Is given to trim, he has 
to become medically fit. If they are r fit medically fit, they 
are not appointed. The other aspect of the recruitment is 
for the ex-temporary employees whom the Bank Intends to 
absorb and even for the employees who are In normal course 
recruited, the same rule is provided so far as the med'cnl 
flii-e-,- ,v conrmrd. Mo doubt the petitioner-workman ap¬ 
peared for Medical Examination on 11-1-1985. T am sur¬ 
prised to find that nothing Is said about the medical exami¬ 
nation conducted on 11-1-1985 by the Respondent whether 
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th? petitioner-workman was fit for the post or not. Again 
'Medical Examination was conducted in April, 1985. Tho 
version of the Petitioner-workman is that the Specialist to 
Whom Ramakrishna Rao was referred in April, 1985 certified 
that the workman was fit and that his vision was satisfactory 
a, can be seen from Ex. M10. Nothing adverse was written 
in Ex. M10. The Respondent-Bank has not whispered any- 
thing of Ex. M10 or the result of Medical Examination con¬ 
ducting during April, 1985. Again the Respondent Bank took 
a last resort to some how terminate the petitioner-workman 
conducted a Medical Examination on 15-11-1985. In this 
medical examination unfortunately the Petitioner-workman was 
having progressive opthalmic disease, finally he could not be 
considered fit for the Messenger’s post It is pertinent to 
note that when once an interview is conducted and when 
once Medical Examination is conducted, the appointment 
order is given to the candidate. There is no such rule that 
when once the Medical Examination is conducted and found 
not fit, then another Medical Examination is conducted after 
a gap of period and the conduct another Medical Examination, 
and found unfit for the post. There Is no such guidelines in 
force in the Banks all over the country that Medical Exami¬ 
nation should be conducted from time to time until the can¬ 
didates becomes un-successful. From tho above facts, it 
clearly indicates that tho Respondent Bank had discriminated 
against Ramakrishna Rao by Bearing him as “temporary” 
and denied him the benefits like admission to the Provident 
Fund, supply of Uniforms, Encashment of leave etc. I find 
all these acts as unfair labour practices and discrimination 
against the petitioner-workman and taken the extreme step 
of terminating the services of the petitioner-workman. It is 
also found that tho petitioner-workman was discriminated in 
relation to other reinstated workmen. Thus I am of tho 
clear view that the Respondent-Bank has resorted to unfair 
labour practice of keeping the petitioner-workman temporary 
without confirming him in service. This Tribunal is left 
with no other alternative except to reinstate Sri M. Rama- 
krishna Rao, Messenger into service w.e.f. 30-11-1986. 

11. In the rosult, the action of tho pnrt of the Management 
of State Bank of India in relation to Region-111, Tirupathi 
in serving notice of termination dt. 9-10-1986 on Sri M. 
Ramakrishna Rao, Messenger informing that his services 
will stand termination with effect from 30-11-1986 is not fair 
and unjustified, Sri M. Ramukrishna is entittled to be rein¬ 
stated into service with effect from 30-11-1986 with full back 
wages and all other attendant benefits. 

Award passed accordingly. 

Typed (o my dictation, given under my hand and seaPof 
this Tribunal, this the 27th day of September, 1973. 

Y. VENKATACHALAM, Industrial Tribunal-I. 

Appendix of Evidence 

Witnesses Examined on behalf 
of the Petitioner/Workman : 

W.W1 M. Rama Krishna Rao 

Witnesses Examined on behalf 
of Ihe Respondentj/Manage- 
ment : 

M-Wl M. Ram Murthy 
M.W2 T, Nagen.dra Prasad, 
Documents marked for the Petitioner/Workman : 

Ex. W1 29-7-83.—Order dt, 29-7-83 Issued by the Re¬ 
gional Manager, State Bank of India, Tirupathi with 
regard to temporary appointment of Sri M. Rama¬ 
krishna Rao as Messenger. 

Ex. W2 9-10-86.—-Photostat copy of the Order Issued by 
the Branch Manager, State Brink of India. Tirupathi 
with regard to terminate of Sri M. Ramakrishna 
Rao, Temporary Messenger w.e.f, 30-11-86. 

Ex, W3 5-2-86.—-True Copy of the minutes of discussions 
held on 5-2-86 between the Management of S.B.I., 
Region-Til Tirupathi and their workmen by State 
Bank of Employees' Union, Vijaywada regarding 
alleged non-confirmation of service of Sri M Rama¬ 
krishna Rao, Messenger, S.B.I., Tirupathi Branch. 
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Ex. W4 2i4-8-li7- —Photostat <#py erf, th© Order wiled by 
the Branch Mana*er,. S.B,.I.,, Tirupathi with regard 
to, termination of Sri, M. -Ramakrishua Rao, Tempo¬ 
rary messenger w.o.f. 24-9-1987. 


Orieiitnents marked for the Respondent /Management : 

E4 iii 28-6-91 .—Personal statement of the candidate/ 
Promote© to be filled in by the Candidate /Promote® 
before presenting the Form t<j the Medical Officer. 

'■fex. Mii 10-1-85.—Ret«H Of the Medical Elarmner. 

EX.,M3 15-11-85.—Report of the Medical Examiner. 

Ex. fvI4 15-11-85.—Opinion of the Medical Board. 

Ex. M5 15-11-85.—Medical , Examination by Specfhl 
Board conducted on 15-11-85. 

Fx. M6 9-10-R6.-—T.etter of intimation of decision of 
Medical Board to the W.Wl. 

Ex. M7 7-3-85.—Office Note No. 264. 

EX. M8.—Original of Ex. Ml. 
fex, M9—Original of Ex. M2; 

Ex. M1 b—Original of Ex. M3. 

Ex. Mil.—Original of Ex. M4. 

Ex. Ml2.—Original of Ex. M5. 

Ex. Ml3.—Original of Ex. M6. 

Ex, Ml4.—Original of Ex. Ml 

R^fWr, 13 smart, 1993 

Tr.STT.236 7—HttitpTT fwtr Slfartm, 1947 
( 1 Q 47 TT 1 4 ) nr 7 17 % 
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stVt >351% % m, shm fi firfe*? sfoftfmF 
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qft 12-10-93 Tt rtr ^stt rt t 
[■q 1TF 0,1-1 2012/23 4 / 8 8-rfV-3 (e)] 
or. nq.i m, i srfspFTO' 

New Delhi, ‘he 13th October, 1993 

S.O. 2347.—Whereas by the notification of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Chandigarh as shown in the A.mexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the enip’oyers in re¬ 
lation to the management of State Bank of India and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 12-10-93. 

[No. L-12012|234|88-D.III(A)] 
S. S. K. RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHT7J AKVTND KUMAR, PRESIDING 
OFFICER. CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TR1BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 23]8$ 

A. S. Makkar Vs. State Bank of India 

For the workrpan : Shri X G. Verma 

For the management : Shri Ashok Khullar 


AWARD 

Central Govt, vide Gazette Notification Not I> 
12012|2^4|8p-DIII(A) dated. 10th February 1989 
issued U|S 10;i) (d) of the I. D, Apt 1947 re%fed 
the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the State Baqk of India, 
Regional Office, Maryana afid UT* m Igffor- 
fng Shri A. S. Makkar, Teller at Section 7 
branch of SBI, Chandigarh from appearing 
in test in the year 1982, 1984 wets te&al 
and iuriifled ? If no% to what rql ef is the 
concerned workman entitled to a ad from 
what date ?” 

2 . Case of the petitioner as set o<ut in the statement 
of claim that he joined services of the baak in perma¬ 
nent capacity on 22-4-1974 and was transferred 
.‘hereafter. The management decided to hold promo¬ 
tion test on 26-9-1982 and the petitioner though eligi¬ 
ble Was illegally denied his right as his name was not 
incuiand [n the list of ‘he candidates called to write 
the test. He mU'dte representation on 21-2-1983 in 
which the management admitted ‘hem lapses but tried 
to shift their responsibility on him. He made further 
representations bu*. was conveyed on 14-12-1983 not 
to og'tnfn the issue or to face the consequences. He, 
therefore kept silent. It is further alleged that again 
in the vear 1984 a test Was he d, Although his name 
was included in the list hut he Was not relieved by 
the manager to appear in the test and alleges malafide 
intention nt the hmds of the respdi. management. It 
is further alleged that ‘hereafer also he was not al¬ 
lowed to appear in the test Which is against the ndrms 
of equity, just’ce and in violation of banks own in¬ 
structions. He has thus sought promotion w.e.f. 1982 
when his tenters were promoted alonfwith difference 
of wages alongwith interest and penality. 

3. The management has opposed the claim of the 
petrt'oner In written statement they admi'ted to the 
extent Ih'-’t Hpoarin-i'n'h' nrorrnt'nn ir "-' r _ *v? a help on 

. 26-^-1 oqo iTowrv» r Uea of the m?.lagemnet is that 
; the petirioner's clteibifity for Promotion was consi¬ 
dered and his name was included in the fist of eligi¬ 
ble candidates for appearance in the said test. It wias 
, displayed. at the. no‘icc board. The petitioner, how¬ 
ever, 'Choose to ignore and proceeded on leave to 
avail the L.F.C. without leaving even h's address 
with hir. controlling authority. Since it was not pos¬ 
sible to communicate him, therefore, bank had not 
dented any of the opportunity + o him for taking a 
chance in the test. Thereafter in the promotion test 
held on 7-10-1984 oeritioner’s name was tep^ded 
in the, prt n"d circulated in the branch in reference 
to the concerned or-rons the casual manner. Tnci- 
d“r> t ' , IV in th“ Us* the neritioners nnrPe was im^nfion- 
ed te Amrk 8innh instead of A. S. Makkar The pe¬ 
titioner instead of apprising the concerned authority 
ry the appropriate time choose to remain silent- There¬ 
fore, h : s claim is after thought. It has also been 
pointed out that in the said branch there is, only one 
person by the name of Amrik Singh and that is the 
the petitioner. The petitioner never represented for 
his relieving in order to appearin the test thus de.ibra- 
tfcly avoiding to sit in the promotional test and sought 
the dismissal of the reference. 
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4. Replication was also filed reasserting the claim 
made in the statement of claim. 

5. The petitioner in support of his case produced 
himself as WW1 and filed his affidavit Ex. Wl. He 
also relied on documents Ex. W2 to W9. The respdL 
management produced MW1 S. K. Sharma Branch 
Manager. He filed his affidavit Ex. Ml. He also relied 
on documents Ex. M2 to M4. 

6 . I have heard both the parties, gone through the 
evidence and record. 

7. Grievance of the petitioner in the present case 
is that he was not allowed to appear in the promo¬ 
tional test held on 26-9-1982 and as well on 7-10-84 
and thus has sought promotion treating as having 
cleared the test. The contention raised by the peti¬ 
tioner is meritless. First promotional test had admit¬ 
tedly taken place on 26-9-1982. The relavan* facts 
which can be gathered from Ex. W3 the reply of the 
management in response to representation of the peti¬ 
tioner and the subsequent representation dated 
9-5-1983 Ex. W4 is that the test had taken place on 
26-9-1982 whereas the petitioner had proceeded on 
leave from 16-9-1982 to 1-10-1982. The petitioner 
got the leave sanctioned a month prior to <6-9-1982 
obviously his name could not have reflicted in the list 
for promotional test for JMGS-1 which was only cir¬ 
culated on 16-8-1982. Even if there is inadvertance 
on behalf of the management, the petitioner could 
represent immediately after circulation of the list to 
the effect that his name does not appear and could 
sought the cancellation of his leave for the purpose 
of appearing in the test but he remained silent on 
this issue and proceeded on leave on 16-9-1982 avo¬ 
iding the date of test i.e. 26-9-1982. He has also not 
proved by way of any documentary evidence that he 
had left the address of place wherg. he proceeded on 
leave which is required under the rules. Otherwise 
also even if he had left his address of a place where 
he proceeded 0.1 LFC it was not incumbent upon the 
management to intimate him the date of test having 
petitioner not expressed his desire to appear in the 
test in response to the circular dated 16-8-1932 till 
da*e he proceeded on LFC on 16-9-1982 obviously 
not interested to appear in the test. The petitioner 
started making representations after the test although 
it was expected from him to make the said represen¬ 
tations prior to the test as there was sufficient time 
for about one month to get his name included in the 


list of eligible candidates but he did not react and 
kept silent. 

8 . Similarly for the promotional test held on 
7-10-84 the petitioner has shown his grievance that 
although his name is A. S. Makkar but the name ap¬ 
peared in the list is Amrik Singh and thus he was 
not aware of the test and was also not relieved by the 
branch manager to appear in the test. This plea is 
again mcritless. Ex. M3 is the service sheet of the 
petitioner where in column of name is written ‘Amrik 
Singh’. No matter the petitioner claims himself to be 
A. S. Makkar but the list of the eligible candidates 
obviously would contain the name of the person as 
per from service sheet. The petitioner also himself 
admits in cross-examination that his name is Amrik 
Singh and in the concerned branch where he was 
working there is no other employee by the name of 
Amrik Singh. In that situation it is not open for the 
petitioner to say that from the name of Amrik Singh 
in the list he could not gaffier that the same relates 
to him. The petitioner has not shown any rules that 
mere inclusion the name in the list for promotional 
test ipso facto amounts to issuance of a relieving order 
by the concerned branch manager to a employee en¬ 
abling him to appear in the test. As evident an em¬ 
ployee is required to express his willingness to the 
concerned branch manager to appear in the test only 
then his relieving order could be passed by the branch 
manager. It is no where in the present case to the 
effect that the petitioner had approached the authority 
or shown any willingness to appear in the test and as 
such no relieving order could be passed and for no 
fault of the management. 

9. From the scrutiny of the evidence as discussed 
above it seems that the petitioner wants promotion 
without having passed the promotional test although 
it is evident that the peitioner himself has defibrately 
avoided to appear in the test. He can not be allowed 
to cash his own wrongs. 

10. Hence nothing survive in the proceedings in¬ 
itiated by the petitioner and he is not entitled to any 
relief what soever. In a way reference is answered 
accordingly. 

Chandigarh 
Dt. 30-9-1993. 

ARVIND KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
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